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referred to the Examiners 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Army—Return respecting. Laid before the House, pursuant to Order dated 
25th May, 1900 , > ee ep 


Ligut Raitways Act, 1896—Orders made by the Light Railway Commis- 
sioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board “of Trade authorising 
the construction of—I. A light railway in the county of East Sussex, 
from Robertsbridge to Pevensey. II. A light railway in the county of 
Gloucester, from Cheltenham to Cleve Hill. III. a light railway in the 
county of ‘Sussex, from Bexhill to St. Leonards. IV. A light railway at 
Cheltenham in the county of Gloucester ome rie soe mn 
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Lunacy—Fifty-fourth Report of the Commissioners in Lunacy to the Lord 
Chancellor (appendices and tables of contents, etc., to follow). Presented 
(by Command), and ordered to lie upon the Table 


FINANCE—Finance accounts of the United Kingdom for the year ended 31st 
March, 1900 mn a3 sa oa es rn 4 


Woops, Forests, AND LAND REVENUES—Seventy-eighth — of the 
Commissioners, dated 29th June, 1900. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table noe aad aus Jah 


MeEpway ConsERVANCY—Statement of receipts and expenditure for the year 
from 25th March, 1899, to 25th March 1900. Delivered (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table , eu on ‘se wre 


HospitaLs (EXEMPTION From Rates)—Leave given to the Marquess of Bristol 
to attend the Select Committee of the Hout of Commons, pursuant to 
message of Tuesday last, if he think fit, and his Lordship consenting thereto, 
a message ordered to be sent to the Commons to acquaint them therewith. 


NEW BILL. 


Members of Local Authorities. Relief Bill [H.L.]—A Bill to relieve 
members of county councils and others from disqualification-—was presented 


by the Duke of Northumberland ; read 1*; and to be printed. (No. 144.). 
Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—[Seconp Reapinc|—-Order 
of the day for the Second Reading read. Moved, “That the Bill be now 
read a second time. ”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 
Lord Tweedmouth 


On question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly ; and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House Thursday next. 


Commonwealth of Australia Constitution Bill—[Sreconp Rrapine}|— 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
Moved, “That the Bill now be read a second time.”—(Zhe Earl of 
Selborne), 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Carrington... 17 The Earl of Kimberley 
The Lord Chancellor (The Lord James of Hereford 
Earl of aia wa Lord Russetl of Killowen 
Lord Davey A ioe Viscount Knutsford 
The Earl of Jersey.. pe Lord Brassey 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed toa 
Committee of the whole House on Tuesday next. 


Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill—Amendments 
reported (according to Order). 
Lord Belper ‘a ao Earl Grey 


Amendments made ; Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 


Burial Grounds Bill—House in Committee (according to Order). Bill 
reported without amendment; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee ia ies 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [1.L.]|—VotuntErrs Bit [#.L.|—Amend- 
ments reported (according to Order), and Bills to be read 3* on Monday 


next ae =e <a 
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Colonial Solicitors Bill—House in Committee (according to Order). Bill 
reported without amendment ; Standing Committee — ed; and Bill to 
be read 3* on Monday next ... ‘ue a & 


Military Lands Bill [n.v.}—(Tuirp Reapinc]—Bill read 3¢ (according to 
Order). 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 3, page 2, line 5, to leave out from ‘and the’ to the end of the 
clause, and insert ‘and for the purpose of carrying such resolution into effect the 
provisions contained in the scheduie hereto shall apply as they were enacted in 
the body of this Act.’”—(Zhe Lord Thring-) 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Portsmouth .,. 52 The Secretary of State for War 
Lord Thring ie ~~ (Lhe Marquess of Lansdowne) 53 


On Question, whether to agree to the said Amendment, their Lordships 
divided :—Contents, 2 ; Not-Vontents, 11. 


It appearing that thirty Lords were not present, the Lord Chancellor 
declared the question not decided. Further. debate on the said Amend- 
ment adjourned to Monday next. 


Town Councils (Scotland) a ens # from the Commons; read 1¢; 
and to be printed. [No. 145] ae . 2 a ae 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Fight of the clock. 


COMMONS: FRIDAY, 29TH JUNE, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the first Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz.:—Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill pre 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next.. 


or 
~I 


Hoylake and West Kirby Improvement Bill; Wakefield ee 
Market Bill—-Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to 


~] 


wt 


Bray Urban District Council Bill—Read the third time, and passed *... 57 


or 
~I 


Neath Harbour Bill [Lords|—Queen’s consent —? read the third 
time, and passed, without amendment ssh ie bes 


Taff Vale Railway Bill _——- Read the third en and icnmeneeh without 
amendment... é 


oS 
~I 


Bray and Enniskerry Railway Bill-—As amended, considered. Ordered, 
That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) Bill accordingly read the third 
time, and passed am es ae dis? *908 nie = ven ae | 
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London County Council (Money) Bill—As amended, considered. Ordered, 
That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.—(M*. Caldwell.) Bill accordingly read the third 
time, and passed es ay ads ee ms 


Tottenham Urban District Council Bill—As amended, considered. 
Ordered, that Standing Orders 223 and .243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) Bill accordingly read 
the third time, and passed... We a ne & 


Wirral Railway Bill {Lords]|—As amended, considered; to be read the 
third time me At ime a4: — cy, er ae 


Margate Corporation Bill [Lords] (by Order)—Read a second time, and 
committed ae Ms ae ae te “pe? wah wie se 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No 10) Bill—Read the third time 
and passed ae Ry sist iu ote eam re aes 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time upon Monday next : 


Perth and Paisley Gas Provisional Orders Bill—Reported, without 
amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next ... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—Keported, without 
amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next ... x oy 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill—keported, without 
amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next ... $6 ust 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill——Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders Confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next 


59: 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—Reported, 


with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill — Re- 
ported, with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next... 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes (No. 2) Bill—Reported, with Amendments [Provisional Orders 
confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill, as amended, to be con- 
sidered upon Monday next : 4 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Brighton and 
Preston United District, Etc.) Bill {[Lords|—Reported, without amend- 
ment [Provisional Orders confirmed}; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill 
to be read the third time upon Monday next ; am 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill; Burnley Corporation Bill 
[Lords]; Great Southern and Western Railway Bill [Lords] ; Reported, 
with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


59: 
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Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill—The Cuairman or 
Ways AND MEANS, in pursuance of Standing Order 83 relating to Private 
Bills, informed the House that in his opinion the Great Indian Peninsula 
Railway Company Bill, — en — to be treated as an 
opposed Private Bill pose F 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill, changed to Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill; Hamilton Burgh Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to—Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board Bill {Lords] ; ” Paignton Urban District Water Bill [Lords], without 
amendment. 

That they have agreed to—Mountain Ash Water Bill [Lords], with 


Amendments. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act to confer further 
powers on the Caledonian Railway Company in relation to their under- 
taking, to authorise the Lochearnhead St. Fillans and Comrie Railway 
Company to construct certain works in connection with their Railway, to 
extend the periods for the purchase of lands for or for the completion of 
works by the before-mentioned companies and the Callander and Oban 
Railway Company ; and for other purposes.” Caledonian Railway Bill 
{ Lords]. : 

Also a Bili intituled, “ An Act to reduce the capital and extend the 
powers of the London and San Francisco Bank, Limited ; and for other 
purposes.” London and San Francisco Bank Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act for reorganising the capital of the G. H. 
Hammond Company, Limited, and enabling that company to redeem and 
convert its debentures and income stock.” Hammond (G. H.) Company 
Bill [Lords] Sk ee 3, saa 

Caledonian Railway Bill [Lords]; London and San Francisco Bank Bill 
[Lords]; Hammond (G. H.) Company Bill [Lords]. Read first time ; and 
referred to the st ah of Petitions for Private Bills : zs $e 


PETITIONS. 
Education (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Dunbar, against ; to lie upon the 


Table. Petition of the General Assembly of the Church of Scotland, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table oF ie ‘he ahs vo 


Land Values Taxation Seaton) Bill—Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... vs 


Lunacy Bill—Petition from Tadcaster, for iia: to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on — Bill —Petitions in favour, from 
Whaplode St. Catherine’s ; Ringwood ; Romsey ; ie aid Beckingham ; 


and Walkeringham ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petition from 
Retford, against; to lie upon the Table. Petitions in favour, from 
Chellaston ; ” Weardale ; Golborne (two); Lowton ; Worksop ; Whaplode 
St. Catherine’s; Otley ; Caxton; Blean ; Wheatley ; Beckingham ; 
Fochriw; Ealing; Hamilton; St. Neots; Lymington (two); Romsey 
(two); Gringley; Ringwood; Daventry; Walkeri: ets n; Liverpool ; 
Blisworth ; Tiffield ; Wigan ; Malton ; Graster ; Ta leaster ; Frome; and 
Dennington ; to lie upon the Table ... ne 4 ove aw 
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Sale of Intoxicating hshire) to Children (No. 2) Bill and Sunday 
Closing — aid Se from msec fe in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table . . 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from West Calder ; Glenbucket ; and Torthorwald ; to lie upon 
the Table a 2 ve Sy . eas 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Lowton ; 
Golborne (two); Wimborne ; Whaplode St. Catherine’s ; Thrupp ; Stur- 
ton; Kingston-upon-Hull; Daventry; Elisworth; LEccleshill (two) ; 
Gelligaer; Ealing; Hamilton; Ringwood; Tiffield; Wigan (two); 
Brynmawr; Romsey; Motherwell; Dunnington; Clifton; Craster ; 
Leeds ; and Stockport ; tolie upon the Table = De 


Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) = mama aces Petition from 
Gelligaer, in favour ; to lie upon the Table : 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FINANCE Accounts—Copy presented, of Finance Accounts of the United 
Kingdom for the year ended 31st March, 1900 [by Siu to lie 62 ts the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 241] is 


Licut Raitways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made i the Light 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a Light Railway in the County of 
Sussex from Bexhill to St. Leonards (Bexhill and St. Leonards Light Rail- 
way Order, 1900) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and confirmed hy the Board of Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of Gloucester (Cheltenham and District 
Light Railway (Extension) Order, 1900) [by Command]; to lie upon the 

able. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of East Sussex, “from Robertsbridge to 
Pevensey (Robertsbridge and Pevensey Light Railway Order, 1900) [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the Light Railway Commissioners, 
and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising the con- 
struction of a Light Railway in the county of Gloucester, from Chelten- 
ham to Cleeve Hill (Cheltenham and District Light Railway Order, si 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Woops, Forests, AND LAND REVENUES—Copy presented, of Seventy-eighth 
Report of the Commissioners, dated 29th June, 1900 [by act to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 242] : ae 


IsLE OF MAN—Account presented, of Revenue and Expenditure for the year 
ended 31st March, 1900, with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon [by Act}; to lie fu the Table, and to be Pepe 
[No. 243] a ‘as whe ‘- ss 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK 
Conservancy—Copy of Statement of Receipts <k Tigoendistes of the 
Conservators for the year ending 25th March, 1900 [by Act] 
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East InpIA (INOCULATION AGAINST CHOLERA AND TypHorp)—Address for 
“Return of Correspondence relating to preventive inoculation against 
Cholera and Typhoid in India.”—(Sir Charles Cameron) 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTs, 1879 AND 1884—Address for “Return 
showing the working of the Regulations made in 1886 for carrying out 
the Prosecution of Offences Acts, 1879 and 1884, with Statistics setting 
forth the number, nature, cost, and results of the Proceedings instituted 
hy the Director in accordance with those Regulations from the 1st day of 
January, 1899, to the 3lst day of December, 1899 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 238, of Session 1899).”—( Vr. Jesse Collings) ... 


QUESTIONS. 


CuINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—RECENT OPERATIONS — Question, Mr. 
Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—RESUMPTION OF INDUSTRIAL OPERATIONS IN THE 
TRANSVAAL—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


HospiTaAL AND MepICAL ARRANGEMENTS—Questions, Mr. Faber (York), Col. 
Pilkington (Southport), and Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answers, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


Sm WALTER Foster’s SUGGESTION FOR A SANITARY CoMMISSION—Question, 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Army MEDICAL DEPARTMENT—REORGANISATION CoMMITTEE’S REPORT— 
Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire. Forest of Dean); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham Oe 


Unwounpep Sovprers, Drap or INVALIDED Home-—Question, Mr. Bayley 
(Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee rn 3 


Provision FoR INVALIDED SOLDIERS—APPEALS To CHARITY IN KERRY— 
Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham on 
RELEASED BririsH PRISONERS—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ase vee ee bate ai fe i 


RooDEVAAL ENGAGEMENT, 7TH JUNE—CAPTURE OF THE DERBYSHIRES— 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Pay oF CotoniAL Troops—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham eRe per i nee ia 


Tue 4TH SuRREY REGIMENT—Question, Major Rasch (Essex, S.E.); Mr. 
Wyndham = we ae inp in ap 


VoLUNTEER Corps—TRAINING AND OvtTFIT ALLOWANCES—Question, Mr. 
Colston (Gloucestershire, Thornbury) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


REORGANISATION OF THE MILITARY FORCES OF THE EmMprreE—Question, Mr. 
Drage (Derby) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Neriey Hosprrai—Cocoa FoR PATIENTS—Question, Major Rasch ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ae ses ‘ae es ve vs * - 
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Army HeEAp-Dress—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


ALDERSHOT MANGUvRES—HEAT CASUALTIES—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham vas at hi as das oP 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ PENSIONS—Question, Mr. Younger (Lincolnshire, Stamford) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham <a daa ies sak ix ith 


LonpoN TELEGRAPHIST VOLUNTEERS—CAMP LEAVE—Question, Capt. Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answer, The Financial eee: to the Maiaieess - 


Hanbury, Preston) 


Navy—Warter Tuse BorLerRs—BREAKDOWN ON THE T.B.D. “SKATE ”— 
Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles and Mr. Wolff (Belfast, E.) ; Answers, The 
First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) 


CrnpAD BoLIvAR—MuRDER OF Mr. JAMES LyELL—Question, Mr. Pike 
Pease (Darlington) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. «4 na me aa 


Ecypt— Duration OF British OccuPATION—Question, Mr. William 
Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick er fk ae ve we 


UGANDA—COMPENSATION TO FRENCH CATHOLICS—Question, Mr. Hedderwick 
(Wicks Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick sai es ee iis 


ASHANTI—SUGGESTED RESTORATION OF KING PREMPEH—Question, Mr. 
William Redmond; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain a Ais 


ASHANTI—NATIVE , RISING—INVESTMENT OF CooMASSIE—Question, Sir E. 
Ashmead Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Harsour, Dock, AND PIER SCHEMES—EXEMPTIONS OF GOVERNMENT DEPART- 
MENTS FROM Dock RATEs—Question, Sir William Houldsworth (Man- 
chester, N.W.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury a a ¥: 


NortH Devon TELEPHONE SysTEM—Question, Sir Cameron Gull (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury “i ee sa si we 


LoNDON TELEPHONE SERVICE—Question, Mr. Provance (Glasgow, Blackfriars) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury ae <a oe —_ ene me 


GREAT NORTH OF IRELAND RAILWAY—SutTTon-HOWTH TRAMWAY—Questions. 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) and Mr. Flavin ; — The President of 
the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) * 


CoRK AND WATERFORD TELEPHONE SERVICE—Question, Mr. Maurice se 
(Cork) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ; ae ns py é 


LocaL TAXATION COMMISSION—SITTINGS IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. Carew 
(Dublin, College Green); Answer, The Chief Secreta vi for Ireland is 
G. W. Balfour Leeds, Central) : 


LAND PURCHASE IN IRELAND—ORPEN EsSTATE—REFUSAL TO SELL TO TENANTS 
—Questions, Mr. Flavin and ‘Sui cal Donelan ie mre a Mr. 
G. W. Balfour : ~ : : : 


WARDEN EsTATE—EVICTION OF JOHANNA HussEY—Questions, Mr. J. F. Farrell 
(Kerry, 8.) and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour da 
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Be.rast LUNATIC ASYLUM—CASE OF ELIzA CLINGIN—Question, Mr. Macaleese, 
(Monaghan, N.); Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour - ae bcs 


Liguts 1x Limerick Port—Question, Mr. O’Keefe oirerid — 
Mr. G. W. Balfour ee a i ne : ive 


IRIsH SHEBEENS—Question, Mr. Macaleese ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


Betrast LANDS CoMMIssIoNn APPEALS—Question, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, 
FE.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ‘ah is ba a 


_ Irish LiceNcE TRANSFERS—ROCKCORRY CASE—Question, Mr. Macaleese ; 
Answer, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N. 


UNIFICATION OF THE CRIMINAL LAW OF THE EMPIRE—Question, Mr. Drage 
(Derby) ; Answer, The First Lord of the cmt pei A. J. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) , we 


PrivaATE Members’ BILLS AND STANDING COMMITTEES—Question, Mr. 
Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 

County and Borough Franchise Assimilation (London) Bill—Reported 
from the Standing Committee on Law, ete., with Amendments. Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 244.] Minutes cf the 
Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 244.] Bill, 
as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be considered upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 272]... sk 


Executors (Scotland) Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee on Law, 
ete., with Amendments. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 245.] Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be 
printed. [No. 245.) Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to 
be considered upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 273]... ne 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES)—Mr. HALsEy reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had discharged the following Members 
from the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shivping, and Manufactures :—Mr. Victor Cavendish, Captain 
Bethell, Colonel Milward, Mr. Abel Smith, Mr. A. K. Loyd, Mr. 
Monckton, Sir Charles Welby, Mr. Grant Lawson, General Russell, 
Mr. Hedderwick, Sir Herbert Maxwell, and Mr. Round; and _ hac 
appointed in substitution : Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Cohen, 
Sir Reginald Hanson, Mr. Wolff, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Kemp, Sir 
Charles Dalrymple, Mr. Ritchie, Sir Edward Hill, Mr. Tennant, Sir Elliott 
Lees, and Mr. Brodie Hoare. 


Mr. HAtsey further reported from the Committee, That they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and “Manuf vctures, the following fifteen Members in respect of 
the Companies Bill:—Mr. Bainbridge, ‘Mr. Banbury, Mr. Bond, Mr. 
Bryce, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Alex cander Cross, Mr. Gedge, Mr. Holland, 
Mr. Marks, Mr. Martin, Mr. Molloy, Mr. Compton Rickett, Mr. Solicitor 
General, Mr. Lawson W alton, and Mr. Warr. 


Mr. HAtsey further reported from the Committee, That they had 
discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee on Law 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Mr. Brigg (added in respect 
of the Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill); and had 
appointed in substitution: Sir Angus Holden. 
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Mr. Hatsey further reported from the Committee, That they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure, the following fifteen Members in respect of the Elementary 
Education Bill:—Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Evelyn 
Cecil, Mr. Channing, Mr. Drage, Mr. Flower, Mr. Goddard, Sir John 
Gorst, Mr. Gray, Mr. Alfred Hutton, Mr. Herbert Lewis, Mr. Middlemore, 
Mr. James Stuart, Mr. Talbot, and Mr. Yoxall. Report to lie upon 
the Table des sais i A ans = = cas 

SELECTION (JoINT CoMMITTEES)—Mr. HALSEy reported from the Committee 
of Selection, That they had discharged the following Member from the 
Joint Committee of Lords and Commons on Municipal Trading :—Mr. 
John Wilson (Govan); and had appointed in substitution: Sir William 
Dunn. Report to lie upon the Table ia rats fds +e 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDS—That they have agreed to the County Council 
(Elections) Act (1891) Amendment Bill, without amendment th 


SUPPLY [16TH ALLotreD Day|—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHEr (Cumberland, Penrith,) in the Chair. } 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATE, 1900--1901—£5, Supplementary, Medical 
Establishment, Pay, etc. 


DISCUSSION :— 

The Under Secretary of State Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.)  ... 
Sor War (Mr. Wyndham, Sir Charles Cameron rea 
Dover) ... a Bridgeton) .. a 

Mr. Burdett-Coutts (West- General Russell (Cheltenham) 
minster) ... 104 Mr, C. H. Wilson (Hull, W.) . 

Sir Walter Foster “(Derby Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
shire, Ilkeston) ... 126 Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon) . 

Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, The First Lord of the Treasury 
Central) .. . 132 (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 

Sir Charles Dilke (Glouce ster- chester, FE.) ... a si 
shire, Forest of Dean) ... 138 Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman a8 

Colonel Kens yon-Slaney y( Shrop- ling Burghs) ... 
shire, Newport) .. 141 Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) .. 

Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen. 
shire, W.) si . 144 


Resolution agreed to; to be reported upon Monday next. Committee 
also report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn ”— 
(Mr. Balfour)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at five minutes before Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS: MONDAY, 2np JULY, 1900, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LoRD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with :—Rochdale Corporation, Oldham Corporation. Also 
the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with :—Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2). 
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And also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to 


the following Bill have not been complied with :—West Ham Cor én ation. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table .. vine 


West Ham Corporation Bill—Examiner’s certificate of non-compliance 
with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee 


To-morrow 


Wolverhampton, Essington, and Cannock Chase Junction Railway 
report from the Select Committee, That it is not expedient to 
proceed with the Bill; read, and ordered to lie on the Table a 





Belfast and County Down Railway Bill—Committed 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill—Committed. The Committee to 
be proposed by the Committee of Selection.. is po a 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Poor Law) Bill; Gas Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders ah 1) Bill—Committed to a Committee of the whole 
House ... i ; ‘ er bie no ay _ 


Midland Railway Bill— er from the Select Committee, That the Com- 
mittee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The Orders made on the 17th and 25th of May last discharged ; and Bill 
committed tae ive ya si ra rs sits oe 


Bedford Gas Bill—Read 34, and passed 


Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway Bill [u.L.]; Hartlepool Gas and Water 
Bill ; City of London Electric Lighting Bill ; Woodbridge District Water 


Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill—Read 34, “with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... ; 


Vale of Rheidol Light Railway Bill—Read 3", with the Amendment, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons ; 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill—Standing Order No. 93 considered (according 
to Order), and dispensed with, with respect to a Petition of the | strand 
District Board of Works. Leave given to present the said Petition 


Bray Urban District Council Bill— peas from the Commons ; read 1“: 
and referred to the Examiners : ee eG 


Neath Harbour Biil ye .L.|; Taff Vale een Bill - L.}—Returned from 


the Commons agreed to 


Hoylake and West Kirby Improvement Bill ; Wakefield Corporation 
Market Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed 


to 


Aberdeen Police and Improvement Bill ; London and South Western 
Railway Bill ; South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill ; Bradford 
Corporation Bill ; Ilfracombe Improvement Bill ; Charing ‘Cross and 
Strand Electricity Supply Bill; City of London (Various Powers) Bill ; 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill ; London United Tramways 
Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords 
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be proposed to the House to form the Select Committee for the con- 
sideration of the said Bills, viz :—K. Abingdon; E. Rosse (Chairman) ; 
L. Sherborne ; L. Calthorpe; lL. Clonbrock; agreed to; and the said 
Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to meet on Thursday 
next, at Eleven o'clock, and all Petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the Petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bills to he heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [#.t.]—House in Committee 
(according to Order). Amendments made, Standing Committee negatived. 


The Report of Amendments to be received To morrow 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [1. camer: amendment 
considered (according to Order) and agreed to nA ait 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill—Brought from the 
Commons; Read 1“; to be printed; and referred to the examiners. 


(No. 151) 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Akmy—Return respecting am before the House on Friday — to be enincais 
(No. 149) ee sae bas ire oe ins 
INDUSTRIAL TRAINING OF GIRLS—Report to the Local Government Board on 
the industrial training of girls in the separate and district schools in the 
Metropolitan District, by Miss Ina Stansfeld, assistant inspector... 
IntsH LAND Commission (JupiciAL RENTS)— Return for the month of 
November, 1899 Pes a an is is ae AS. 
ConGEstED Districts BoARD (IRELAND)—Report of the Board for the year to 
31st March, 1900. Presented (by — and ordered to lie on the 
Table . eee . oe eee eee aoe . 
RATEABLE PROPERTY ial AND WALES)—Return respecting. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Order of 3rd August ae and to be eee 
(No. 150) 5% a 2 
Militia Ballot Bill (4.L.]|—[Srconp tite of the ‘tins for the 
Second Reading read. 
Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(The Earl of 


Wemyss.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Earl Cowper “i oo io The Secretary of State for War 
Lrod Newton oo ns oe (The Marquess of Lansdowne)... 
The Earl of Wemyss ans 


The previous Question was put, whether the original Question be now put. 


Their Lordships divided ; Contents, 31 ; Non-Contents, 90. 


Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill— 
[Seconp ReapING]—Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 
Moved, That the Bill be now read a second time.—(The Earl of Erne.) 
The Earl of Denbigh bok Re ee hi on int one 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Thursday next. 


Xxi 


Page 


186 


187 


187 


187 


187 


188 


188 


188 


188 


201 


212 








xxii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 2.) 


Diocesan Registration Bill [H.L.|—(Szconp Reapinc]—Order of the Day 
for the Second Reading read 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury 
Read 2 (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next. 


Colonial Solicitors Bill—Read 3* (according to Order), and passed ... 


Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill—Read 3" 
(according to Order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to 
the Commons ... - _ + ; ses 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [H.L.]—Read 3* (according to Order): An 
Amendment made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons ae ms 


Volunteers Bill [H.L.]|—Read 3" cuales to Rania and eee and sent 
to the Commons ; a , » es 


MILITIA SERGEANT-MAJORS AND QUARTERM ia maategs Lord — 
. wood ; Answers, The Marquess of Lansdowne at af 


ak ea dal 


Military Lands Bill [H.L.|—Debate on Amendment moved after Third 
teading resumed (according to Order). 


Lord Thring 
Amendments, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Moved, “ That the Bill do pass.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Chairman of Committee Lord Herries... 
(The Earl of Morley) ... 215 The Lord Chancellor (7 he Earl gy 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 217 Halsbury) : 
The Earl of Portsmouth ... 218 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill passed and sent to the Commons. 


ScIENCE AND ART DEPARTMENT—BUCKLAND MusEuM-—Question, The Duke of 
Abercorn ; Answer, The Lord President of the Council saad Duke of 


Devonshire) 
INDIAN FAMINE—RELIEF MEASURES—Questions, Lord Sandhurst, and The Earl 


of Aberdeen ; Answers, The Under eneitid of State for India iat 
Earl of Onslow) : vn ‘ ‘ 


Colonial Stock Bill [1.L.]|—[Szeconp Reapine]—Order of the day for the 
Second Reading read. 


The Earl of Halsbury 


Bill read 2 (according to order), and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


House adjourned at five minutes past Seven of the clock. 


9 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. xxiii 
July 2.) Page 
COMMONS: MONDAY, 2np JULY, 1900. 


ye 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Dublin Electric Lighting Bill (By Order)—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


13 


3 Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”— (Mr. Carew.) 


3 Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) 234 
Patrick)... ons ... 223 The President of the Board of 
Mr. Brown (Shropshire, Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 
4 Wellington)... ww. 227 Mr. Rutherford (Lancashire, 
Mr, William Moore (Antrim, Darwen)... ve xe hn 
. N.) vine ie .-. 228 Mr. Blake (Longford, S.) i: 
1 Mr. Harrington (Dublin, Col. Hughes (Woolwich) » ... 246 
Harbour) ‘de ... 230 Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ... 247 
The Secretary of the Local Mr. David Macelver (Liverpool, 
Government Board (Mr. Kirkdale) aN er 
T. W. Russel, Tyrone, 8.) 232 


4 Question put. 

House divided :—Ayes, 168; Noes, 174. (Division List No. 166.) 
Words added. 

Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 


Third Reading put off for three months. 


bo 
oC) 
or 


250 


Cumberland County Council (Bridges) Bill—As amended, considered. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Standing Orders 223 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the third time.” —(MJr. 
Caldwell.) 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottingham- Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 253 
shire, Rusheliffe)... ... 253 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


PRIVATE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—London, 
Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway (Abandonment) Bill. Ordered, 
That the Bill be read a second time ... bss ad bis Ae ... 258 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 











xxiv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


July 2.) 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—- Manchester 
Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords]: South Shields Corporation Bill 
Lords]; Withington Urban District Council Bill eects Ordered, 
hat the Bills be read a second time.. rae en 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
WITH)—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—London (St. Mary- 
lebone) Provisional Order Bill ; Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow ; Sep a ob <a ae wn wis 


PROVISIONAL ORDER Bis [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill 
[Lords]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [Lords] ; Gas 
Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill Gaede}; Ordered that the Bills be read 
a second time To-morrow ‘ 


Glasgow and South Western Railway 1 Bill [Lords]; South Eastern 
Railway Bill [Lords] ; Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Lincoln Corporation (Tramways) i asa amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time = se 


Plymouth, Stonehouse, and Devonport Tramways Bill—As amended, 
considered ; Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, 
and that the Bill be now read the third time—(J/r. Caldwell). 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed... 


Sheffield District Railway _ a amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time... 


Bury and District Water (Transfer) Bill lords) ai Building 
Regulations Bill [Lords] ; Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [Lords] ; 
Liverpool Overhead Railway Bill [Lords]; North Eastern Railway Bill 
Newt Preston Corporation Bill [Lords] : Ramsgate Corporation 
mprovements Bill [Lords] ; Sheffield savage Bill gaat Read a 
second time, and committed . 


Margate Corporation Bill [Lords] (By Order)—Ordered, That it be an 
Instruction to the Committee on the Margate Corporation Bill [Lords], to 
insert in Part VIII., page 50, after Clause 97, a provision to the effect 
that the scheme for the establishment of a superannuation fund under 
this part of this Act shall not come into operation until it has been registered 
by the Registrar of Friendly Societies under the Friendly Societies Act, 
subject to the provisions of this part of the Act.—(Mr. Strachey) .. 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Brighton and 
Preston United District, etc.) _ ee Read the third _ and 


passed, without amendment ... 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill; Perth 
and Paisley Gas Provisional Orders Bill—Read the third time and passed 
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Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill ; Local Government ({reland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill—As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time To-morrow eee ol 


Barry Railway Steam Vessels Bill [{Lords)—Reported ane not 
proved}; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... 


RAILWAY Bitts (Group 7)—Mr. pe Tatton EGerron reported from the 
Committee on Group 7 of Railway Bills, That Mr. Robert Cameron, one 
of the members of the said Committee, was not present during the sitting 
of the Committee this day. Report to lie upon the Table. Ordered, 
That the Committee on Group 7 of Railway Bills have leave to make a 
Special Report in the case of the Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5) 
Bill.—(Mr. de Tatton Egerton) a3 


Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Reported, with Amendments, 
and Special Report [Provisional ies confirmed]. Report and Special 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. Bill, as amended, to be 
considered To-morrow ; ae cn F i se 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to le —_ the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow Je 


Edinburgh Corporation Bill [Lords]— Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ; 


Coventry Corporation Bill—Keported from the Seleet Committee on Police 
and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section B), with — — 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ee ee: ia , 


Hastings Corporation Bill—Reported from the Select Committee on Police 
and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section A), with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed see oP ia Khe 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill, without amendment. 


That they have agreed to—North Warwickshire Water Bill and 
Widnes and Runcorn Bridge Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to—Amendment to Leith Burgh Provisional 
Order Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Berwick-upon-Tweed, Harrow- 
on-the-Hill, Malton, the extension of the area of supply of the Midland 
Electric Corporation for Power Distribution, Limited, Newhaven, Seaford, 
Thirsk, Totnes, Witney, and Woking.” Electric ‘Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 7) Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to 
Bredbury and Romiley Urban District Council Tramways, Huddersfield 
Corporation Tramways, Hurst Urban District Council Tramways, 
Kearsley Urban District Council Tramways, Prestwich Urban District 
Council Tramways, Reddish Urban District Council Tramways, and 
Wigan Corporation Tramways.” Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill [Lords]. 
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Also a Bill intituled, ‘An Act to confirm a Provisional Order made by 
the Board of Education under the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 
1899, to enable the School Board for London to put in force the Lands 
Clauses Acts.” Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) 
Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confer further powers on the 
Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway Company.” Bexhill and Rotherfield 
Railway Bill [Lords] ... oe ive we Pais ee a ee 


Page 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill—Read the first time ; 


referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 277) oe a See “a 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]—Read the first 
time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 278] ... 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[Lords]—Read the first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to he printed. [Bill 279] 


Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... a sis 


PETITIONS. 


Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill—Petition of the British Medical 


Association, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating pas 5a on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
New Barnet (five) ; and Moreton-in-Marsh ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petition from 
Cambridge, against ; to lie upon the Table ... at av sts i 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No 2) Bill—Petition in favour, 
fiom Hunslet Moor; Burnley ; Middlesbrough (fifteen) ; Carlisle (two) ; 
Ealing (three); Hollingbourne; Lazenby; Dudley ; Great Missenden ; 
Halifax; Birmingham; Monmouth; Kilburn; Penygroes; North 
Ormesby ; Bridlington; Hindringham; Bourne; Northampton; and 
Leeds ; to lie upon the Table wy ae nn és sn 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 


favour, from Balmaghie ; Enzie ; and Duidee ; to lie upon the Table 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE SERVICE—Petition from Middlesbrough, 
for legislation ; to lie upon the Table in wg oli 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Aston 
Manor ; Burnley ; Middlesbrough ; Dudley ; Blaenavon ; Carlisle ; Lazenby ; 
Hatfield (three) ; New Barnet ; Brierley Hill ; North Ormesby ; Penygroes ; 
Birmingham ; Kilburn ; Batley ; and Hindringham ; to lie upon the Table 


Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill—Petition from 


Penygroes, in favour ; to lie upon the Table we 
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tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INDUSTRIAL TRAINING OF GIRLS—Copy presented, of Report on Industrial 
Training of Girls in separate and district schools in the Metropolitan 
District, by Miss Ina Stansfeld, Assistant — [by oe: to 
lie upon the Table oF sa 


Ir1isH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL ReNTS)—-Copy presented, of Return of 
Judicial Rents during the month of November, 1899 [by berate 6: to 
lie upon the Table es 


ConGESTED Districts Boarp (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Ninth Report of 
the Board, being for the period from lst April, 1899, to 31st March, 
1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ris 


War CasuaLties (Non-ComBaTANts)—Return i aiilae relative thereto. 
[Address 21st May ; Mr. Humphreys-Owen] ; to lie upon the Table 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House—Lunacy—Copy 
of Fifty-fourth Report of the Commissioners in Lunacy to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, with Appendix [by Act] ; to be printed. [No. 246] bs ay 


Gas Order Confirmation (No. 2) Bill—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Gas Order Confirmation (No. 2) Bill” —(Ur. Ritchie). 


Copy presented sass ei to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 247] < sie vis i se tei 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (a EAS TRANSFERRED)—Copy ordered, “ of 
Statement showing, in respect of each administrative county of England 
and Wales, the under-mentioned particulars in regard to the areas (if: any) 
which have been transferred to such county, and which form part of 
another county, for the purpose of Parliamentary Elections, in the 
following form :— 





‘. 2. : 4 b. | 6. 7. 
| | | 
Name of the Names of | | Number of | Name of | Fle boy 
Adminis- | Parishes | Popula- Parlia- Parlia- ress a 
trative —_ or parts of | | tion met mentary | by which the 
County in Parishes | Acreage. 7 | mentary Pa y Peoepaten 
— * | Conmae | Electors in hich transferred 
Areais | each such 1891. | ; each such to the 
>4 € f c . € . 
situated. Area. | 1900. Powernce’ | itisciesiateettbie 
ne County. 
| 


—(Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice)... 
QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—POSITION AT PEKING -- Question, Sir E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


THE YANG-TSZE ee Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denighir 
W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick . +: we 5 an “icy 
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SoutH ArricAN War—HospitaAL AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS—Com- 
MITTEE OF INQUIRY—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury senna A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) ins ' : 


NEGOTIATIONS PRECEDING THE War — THE Five Years’ FRANCHISE— 
Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ba 


ADMIRALTY TRANSPORT CONTRACTS—Questions, Mr. Moss (Denbighshire, E.) 
and Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.); Answers, The Secretary to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) 


Koorn Spruit DisAstER—ROODEVAAL ENGAGEMENT—LOsS OF THE DERBY- 
SHIRES—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, The 
Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) and The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office ieee J. Powell-W se Birming- 
ham, 8.) > : » : ‘se 


INOCULATION AGAINST TYPHOID—PURCHASES OF SERUM—Question, Mr. J. A. 
Pease (Northumberland, Tyneside) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a 


Army ComMIssions GRANTED WITHOUT EXAMINATION—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... en ie bes me 


NatIvE LAapour IN RHODESIA—Question, Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) sais “oe _ an ‘ee wet 


Rep Cross SocireTies—PRussIAN KNIGHTS OF St. JOHN—Question, Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Army ORDNANCE Corps—TERMS OF RE-ENLISTMENT—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams oe ae sits 


ResErRvVE Orricers’ OvtTFir ALLOWANCE—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams me ze Eee oe oe 


MiLit1A ComMissions—EXAMINATIONS—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill and 
Major Rasch (Essex, 8.E.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ss ‘oh 





Miuitia OFricers’ ALLC , Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, 
Mr. J. Powell-Williams sas a cee oe m 
CHELSEA Hospit ~eheeiian Mr. Hedderwick hee ick nieosciate Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham , ‘ aa i . 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BiILL—SuPREME JUDICIAL TRIBUNAL FOR THE 
EmPirE—Question, Mr. Lyttelton (Warwick and <scaieciun saa 
Mr. J. Chamberlain Ws Be as at A on os 


Tosacco Duty—ABANDONMENT OF THE BUDGET PRoposALS—Question, Mr. 
T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the gorau pad 
M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W tee . 


HousING OF THE WORKING CLASSES—ADMINISTRATION OF THE ACT—- 
Question, Mr. Drage (Derby); Answer, The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr, Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) .. ; 
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Liquor LICENCES—BELGRAVE HorTe., LivErPooL—Question, Mr. Samuel 


Smith (Flintshire); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) ce 
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“(2) If in any rural sanitary district any four or more householders living . 
in or near to any parish or other area in such district complain in writing to the 
84 medical officer of health of that district that danger arises to the health of the 
inhabitants of such parish or area, or of such district, from the insufficiency or 
unwholesomeness of the existing supply of lodging-hcuses for the working 
classes in such parish or area, he shall forthwith inspect the same, and transmit 
to the local authority the said complaint and his opinien thereon ; and, if he is 
of opinion that danger does arise as aforesaid, shall represent such parish or area 
< to the local authority ; but the absence of any such complaint shall not exeuse 
85 him from tie duty of making a representation under Sub-section 1 of this 
section where necessary. 


” ‘¢ (3) If within three months after receiving the said complaint and opinion 
87 or representation of the medical officer, the local authority declines or neglects 
to take any proceedings to put this part of the Act in force, the householders 
who signed such complaint may petition the Local Government Board for an 
87 inquiry, and the said Board, after causing an inquiry to be held, may order the 

local authority to proceed under this part of this Act, and such order shall be 
binding on the saul authority.”—(Sir Walter Foster.) 


88 —brought up, and read the first time. 


oS) 
or 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 

time.” 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford) ... ier a er oh bas aos ong 


Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


88 


293 
89 


New clause— 
‘For the purposes of Part 3 of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 
1890, a local authority may acquire vacant land compulsorily at a price equal to 
twenty-five years purchase of the annual value as assessed for taxation.” — 
(Mr. Steadman.) 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a 
90 second time.” 


Mr. Chaplin ae eat ies 0 we sist ei 297 
190 Question put, and negatived. 


New clause— 


290 “The council of any administrative county where a parish council resolve 
that a rural district council ought to have taken steps for the adoption of Part 
3 of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, or to have exercised their 
powers under that part, and have failed to do so, the parish council may com- 
plain to the county council, and the county council, if satisfied after due enquiry 
that the district council have so failed, may resolve that the powers of the 
district council for the purposes of that part shall be transferred to the county 
council with respect to the parish, and they shall be transferred accordingly, 
and the resolution shall, if necessary, have etfect as an adoption of that part by 
the district council, and, subject to the provisions of this Act, Section 63 of the 
Local Government Act, 1894, shall apply as if the powers had been transferred 
under that Act.”—(Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice.) 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 
290 time.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stockton) 300 
Ilkeston) se . 399 Mr Chaplin 5s 300: 
Sir F. S. Powell (Wigan)... 299 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause added. 
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“The county council, on a representation from a parish council, or any 
twenty ratepayers within a rural district, may claim that the adoption of 
Part 3 in such rural district shall be referred to the Local Government Board, 
and thereupon the Local Government Board may hold a local inquiry, and after 
considering the report of such inquiry may make an order requiring the district 
council to adopt Part 3 within a time and under conditions prescribed in the 
order.” —(Mr. Channing.) 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Chaplin ao — i ihe ~ peti mon jee: 


Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


New clause— 


“Where it appears to any council which has adopted Part 3 of the Housing 
of the Working Classes Act, 1890, that land will be required for supplying the 
needs of their district in respect of lodging-houses within any period not exceed- 
ing twenty-five years, such land may be acquired under the provisions of that 
part.” —(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


—brought up, and read the first time 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a 
second time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table.the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with :—London County Council (Money) ; Tottenham 
Urban District Council. The same were ordered to lie upon the Table... 361 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the following Bill—West Ham Corporation— 
ought to be ee with, and the Bill allowed to proceed. Read, and 
agreed to ws * xis ‘ie sis sil as int ie: 


Devonport Corporation Bill—The CuarrMan or CommiTTEEs informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The Order made 
on the 25th of June last discharged, and Bill committed ... mm iis oe 
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passed . . 362 
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Croydon Tramways and Improvements Bill; Cumberland County 
Council (Bridges) Bill; Plymouth, Stonehouse, and Devonport Tramways 
Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; and referred to the 
Examiners... iis i iss 4 ¥e ms ane aa 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [No. 155]; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [No. 156]; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [No. ag Local Government 
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CELTIC ORNAMENTS FOUND IN IRELAND—Summary, prepared by the Treasury, 
of facts and correspondence with respect to certain Celtic ornaments 
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sented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


District Councillors and Guardians (Term of Office) Bill [Second 
Reading]—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Yarborough ... 363 Lord James of Hereford 


Bill read 2° (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of 
the whole House on Thursday next. 


Ancient Monuments Protection Bill—Read 3* (according to Order), with 
the Amendments ; further Amendments made. Bill passed, and returned 
to the Commons . i = on “ 


Commonwealth of Australia Constitution Bill—House in Committee 
(according to Order). Bill reported without Amendment. Si 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


Colonial Stock Bill [H.L.]—House in Committee (according to Order). 
Bill reported without amendment; and recommitted to the sisictaate 
Committee 


QUEEN ANNE'S Bounty BoAarp—Moved, That the Commons’ Message of 
Thursday last be taken into consideration (Lhe Earl Waldegrave) ; agreed 
to. The said Message considered accordingly. Then it was moved that 
a Committee of Five Lords be appointed to join with a Committee of the 
House of Commons to consider the constitution of Queen Anne’s Bounty 
Board, and to report whether economy and efliciency of administration 
would be promoted by any change in its constitution or by its amalgama- 
tion with any other body ; agreed to. 


Then a Message was ordered to be sent to the House of Commons, in 
answer to their said Message, to inform them of the ee of the 
said Committee by this House ase ese eee 0 ose eee 
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COMMONS: TUESDAY, 3rp JULY, 1900. 


PRIVILEGE—NOTICES OF + 2 at iiialaitia Mr. Swift MacNeill es 
S.); Answer, Mr. Speaker ws ; ai nas xe : 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 11) Bill (by Order)—Order 
for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day three months,’ **—(Captain Norton.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
General Laurie (Pembroke Mr. Cripps —(Glowestershire, 
and Haverfordwest)  .... 371 Stroud, re ia sk 
The President of the Board of Mr. Lyttelton (Warwick and 
Trade (Mr. hitchie, sl Leamington) ... Gs sd 
dom)... . 373 


Question put. 

The House divided—Ayes, 119; Noes, 147. (Division List No. 169.) 
Words added. 
Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for three months. 
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Gas Order Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords] (by Order)—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’”—(Mr. Doogan.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. William Johnston (Bel- The Secretary to the Local Govern- 
fast, 8.) .. 382 ment Board (Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Tyrone, 8.) ... 
Mid) ... 384 The President of the Board of 
Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 
Mr. Lough (Islington, it) Sea 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the debate be now 
adjourned.” —(Mr. Caldwell.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ... 387 Mr. William Johnston .. 
Mr. Ritchie ... 388 Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick)... 
Mr, Doogan (Tyrone, E.) ... 388 


Question put, and agreed to. Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday, 
17th July. 


PRIVATE BiLus [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—-Hammond 
(G. H.) Company Bill [Lords] ; London and San Francisco Bank Bill 
Horde} Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


PRIVATE Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
NOT COMPLIED WITH)-—;Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, ‘the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, 
and which are applicable thereto, have not been complied with, viz. :— 
Caledonian Railway Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the vee be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing Orders 


Hamilton Burgh Bill—Lords Amendments considered and agreed to 


Wirral Railway Bill ae the third sy and mane with 
Amendments ... as is 


Croydon Tramways and saben Bill—As amended, considered. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(JJ/r. Caldwell.)—Bill accordingly read 
third time and passed... 4 oe as ee Sia ia at 


East Stirlingshire Water Bill [Lords]—As amended, considered ; Amend- 
ments made; Bill to be read the third time oe ios de zh 
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Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmellington — nn) 
Bill [Lords]|—Read a second time, and committed.. 


Motherwell and Bellshill Railway Bill [Lords]—Ordered, That the 
Minutes of Evidence taken before the Committee on the Motherwell and 
Bellshill Railway Bill [Lords], of the present session, be referred to the 
Committee on Group No. 8 of Railway Bills.—( Mr. Caldwell) . 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Lords Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to “ 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders _ ve Bill—Read the third 
time, and passed : 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Tramways 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time To-morrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [Lords] ; Gas Orders Confirma- 
tion (No. 1) Bill [Lords]; London (St. Marylebone) Provisional Order 
Bill—Read a second time, and committed ie aS gs 


RAILway Britis (Group 8)—Ordered, That the said John Marshall and David 
Henderson Macdonald do attend the Committee on Group 8 of Railway 
Bills on Thursday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock.—(Mr. James 
William Lowther) ms se wf at = es sis 


STANDING OrDERS—Resolutions reported from the Committee :— 


1. “That, in the case of the Salford Corporation Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with—That the parties be per- 
mitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


2. “That, in the case of the North British Railway Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with—That the parties be per- 
mitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to 


Salford Corporation Bill [Lords] —Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time.—(Mr. Caldwell) ... 


North British Railway Bill [Lords|—Report [this day] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time.—{ Mr. Caldwell) ... 


Tyneside Electric Power Bill—Reported from the Select Committee on 
Electric Power Bills [Preamble not proved] ; Report to lie upon the Table 


Rotherham Corporation Bill [Lords|—Reported, with Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed pad ae ree 
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MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to Bedford Gas Bill, 
without amendment. That they have agreed to—Vale of Rheidol Light 
Railway Bill, with an Amendment. That they have agreed to—Wood- 
bridge ‘District Water Bill, Hartlepool Gas and Water Bill, City of London 
Electric Lighting Bill, and Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill, with 
Amendments. That they have agreed to Amendment to—Gas and Water 
Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords], without amendment. That they have 
passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to extend the borrowing powers 
of the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the borough of Morley, and to 

make further provision in regard to o their water and electrical undertakings, 
and for the improvement and good government of the said borough ; 
and for other purposes.’ Morley Corpor ation Bill [Lords] my 





Morley Corporation Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills pee ae shee he 


KILRUSH HARBOUR (PROPOSED PROVISIONAL ORDER)—Copy ordered, “ of 
the Report made to the Board of Trade on the subject of an inquiry held 
by the Board of Trade at the Court House, Kilrush, on the 27th day of 
April, 1900, relative to a Provisional Order applied for by Mr. Vandaleur 
on the subject of Kilrush Pier, which Provisional Order has been refused.” 
(Major Jameson) 


PETITIONS. 


Land Values Taxation — Bill — Petition from Bonbhill, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table : aoe ae is “te 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on eit Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Poynings; Fulking; Norwich (five); Old Lakenham ; Ilford ; 


Farnworth ; and Portsmouth ; ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill-- Petition from 
Glasgow, against ; to lie upon the Table. Petitions in favour, from 
Lydford ; Brandon Colliery ; Battle ; Sherburn Hill; Browney ; Middle- 
ton; W alsden ; Dundee ; Uttoxeter (two) ; Hunslet ; West Bromwich ; 
Bideford ; Orpington ; Norwich (four) ; Blackhill (two) ; Bethnal Green ; 
Burton-on-Trent ; Hythe ; ; Nottingham ; Bournemouth (two) ; Farnworth 
(four) ; Morecambe ; Mountain Ash ; ‘Christchurch venee) bibdate 
and Cheriton ; to lie upon the Table Me on : ; wi 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) = aac 
in favour, from Benholm ; and Roxburgh ; to lie upon the Table : 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Rugeley ; Walsden; Sherburn Hill; Bethnal Green; Holswortiy ; 
Tavistock ; Caledonian Road ; Bulkworthy ; Nottingham ; Norwich 
(four) ; West Bromwich (two) ; Ryhope ; Bradford ; Farnworth (two) ; 
Croydon ; Portsmouth ; Mountain’ Ash; and Morecambe ; to lie upon 


the Table 
V-ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CELTIC ORNAMENTS FouND IN IRELAND—Copy presented, of Summary 
prepared by Treasury of Facts and Correspondence with respect to certain 
Celtic Ornaments [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... : nF 


APPOINTMENTS OPEN TO RETIRED SoLDIERS—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 16th June, 1899 ; Colonel wna to he mig the rpeeee 
and to be printed. [No. 249.] ‘ 
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Hicu Court or Justice (CLERKS) — Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 24th May ; Admiral Field] ; to lie upon the Table * 


TRADE Revorts (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2468 to 2470 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table oss fe we — bee ons 


TRAMWAYS (STREET AND Roap)—Return ordered; “of Street and Road 
Tramways authorised by Parliament, showing the amount of Capital 
authorised, paid up, and expended ; the length of Tramway authorised, 
and the length open for the public conveyance of passengers down to the 
30th day of June, 1900 ; the gross Receipts, working Expenditure, and net 
Receipts ; the number of passengers conveyed and the number of miles 
run by Cars during the year ended the 30th June, 1900; to- 
gether with the number of Horses, Engines, and Cars at that date (in 
continuation of wgnscanne es No. 327, of Session 1899).”— 
(Mr. Ritchie) ‘ i va er 

*y 

QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—RECENT NEWS—Question, Sir H. Camp- 
beil-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answer, The ee of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


CoMMAND OF THE ALLIED Forces—Question, Sir J. Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; 
Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


SuGGESTED MOVEMENT OF TROOPS FROM SouTH AFRICA TO CHINA—Question, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ae 


Sournh AFaicAN Wir—S:rk GkorGe Wuirte’s LADYSMITH DESPATCHES— 
Questions, Captain Norton (Newington, W.) and Sir Henry Fowler 


(Wolverhampton, E.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


THE LATE GENERAL WAUCHOPE—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr, Hanbury, Preston) ... fie 


ENTERIC FEVER—STATISTICS—Questions, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) and Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answers, Mr. Wyndham Ne 


ENTERIC FEVER—THE SERUM TEsT—Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham : ie Sie Re ne 


PRIVATE SOLDIERS MESSING AND RATION ALLOWANCES—Question, Mr. Elliot 
(Durham) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... fas <4 + be 


CENSORSHIP REGULATIONS—Question, Mr. John Ellis; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


TREATMENT OF DISCHARGED SOLDIERS Sannin Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham — ; vas és és 


ARTILLERY ESTABLISHMENT REDUCTION IN 1892-95—Question, Mr. McKenna ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham sie ape a = A nas 


Army PENSION ReGuLATIONS—Question, Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, 
* Honiton); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... fa ss s .- mt 


LICHFIELD RirLE RaNGE—Question, Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, sare 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham si a 5 ‘as - 
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VoLUNTEER MounTEep INFANTRY GRANT—Question, Mr. Lucas Shadwell 
(Hastings) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham Ns a abs ae 


SHORNCLIFFE CAMp—HospITAL ARRANGEMENT—DEATH OF SERGEANT WILM- 
HURST—Question, Captain Norton ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham + 


RoyaL ReseRvE REGIMENT OF Hussars—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill, 
Major Rasch (Essex, S.E.), General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest), 
and Mr. Boscawen (Kent, Tunbridge) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... 


BELLEVILLE BoiLERS—ROYALTIES AND Fres—Question, Mr. Penn (Lewis- 
ham); Answer, The First Lord of the a _ Goschen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square) 


WATER TuBE BorLeRrs—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson wastes! seit 
Mr. Goschen i sp i : i 


AUSTRALIA AND IMPERIAL DEFENCE—AUSTRALIAN HELP IN THE CHINESE 
DIFFICULTY—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson and Sir J. Colomb ; 
Answers, Mr. Goschen ee ie so ty, cae ot 


REORGANISATION OF THE MILITARY Forces OF THE EMPrRE—Question, Mr. 
Drage (Derby) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... add ae did 


SrrpDAR BHAI SHAMSHERE SINGH—Question, Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth) ; 
Answer, The wieauses of State for India sc G. es ae 1 
Ealing) ... ‘ 


CANADIAN ARTILLERY—CASE OF CorPoRAL CouRTNEY—Question, Mr. Woods 
(Essex, Walthamstow) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) Ae 


BANKRUPTCY TRUSTEES AND ASSIGNMENT OF DesTs-—Question, Sir Henry 
Stanley (Lambeth, N.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


SALE OF UNDERSIZED SEA-FISH—LEGISLATION IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES— 
Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), Sir Cameron Gull (Devon- 
shire, Barnstaple), and Sir J. Colomb ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie nee 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES AND DEATH CERTIFICATES—Question, Mr. Woods ; An- 
swer, The President of the Local Government Board snes Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) = . 


Civi SERVICE RETIREMENT REGULATIONS — Question, Captain Norton ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


ACCOUNTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, en Mr. T. M. eecsess oon 
N.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury .. A : : 


Ir1isH LAND AcTts—THE ASHBOURNE ACT—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 
S.); Answer, The Chief pce’ for Ireland diegt G. W. tesa 
Leeds, Central) : 


LISTOWEL Sus-CoMMISSION—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, Ww); Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour we ay ig = as se Sa 


Irn1sH LUNATIC ASYLUM REGULATIONS—Question, Mr. O'Keeffe sormnepsrowed 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... - rh ae a pis 
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THE SEIZURE OF THE “ UNITED IRISHMAN ”—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin,. 


St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... us 


IRIsH CONSTABULARY CLOTHING—Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
Flynn (Cork, N.); Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour an ya “ee 


PoTtaATo GROWING IN IRELAND—EXPERIMENTS WITH ELECTRICITY—Questions, 
Mr. Austin (Limerick, W.) and Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Vice-President of the Department of Agriculture for Ireland 
(Mr. Plunkett, Dublin Co., 8.) oe oe ay ae 


QUEEN ANNE'S BounTy—Question, Mr. Carvell Williams (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour _... a - Ke sé 





BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman and Mr. 
John Redmond (Waterford); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour - his 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES)—Mr. HALsey reported from the Committee 
of Selection, That they had discharged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and_ Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures:—Mr. Kemp; and had appointed in substi- 
tution: Mr. Charles M‘Arthur. 


Mr. HALsey further reported from the Committee, That they had 
added to the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, the following fifteen Members in 
respect of the Money Lending Bill [Lords]:—Sir William Anson, Mr. 
Thomas Bayley, Mr. Birrell, Mr. Butcher, Mr. Sydney Gedge, Mr. Vicary 
Gibbs, Mr. Hazell, Mr. Lyttelton, Mr. Maddison, Mr. Marks, Mr. 
Murnaghan, Major Rasch, Mr. Steadman, Mr. Lawson Walton, and 
Mr. Warr. Reports to lie upon the Table ... va oe ‘6s 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—Colonial Solicitors 
Bill, without amendment. 


That they have agreed to—Coal Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour 
Underground) Bill, changed to Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour 
Underground) Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act to check Corruption.” 
Prevention of Corruption Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act to Amend the Volunteer Act, 1863.” 
Volunteers Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to amend the Military Lands Act, 1892.” 
Military Lands Bill [Lords]. 


Queen Anne’s Bounty Board—That they have appointed a Committee 
consisting of Five Lords to join with a Committee of the Commons (pur- 
suant to Message of this House) to consider the Constitution of Queen 
Anne’s Bounty Board, and to report whether economy and efficiency of 
administration would be promoted by any change in its constitution or 
by its amalgamation with any other body ‘ 


Veterinary Surgeons Amendment Bill—Reported from the Standing 
Committee on Law, etc., without amendment. Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 250.| Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 250.] Bill to he read the third 
time To-morrow os ia. ns ais dé; di 
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CHINA — ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK — POSITION OF BRITISH LEGATION AT 
PEKING—{ Motion for Adjournment]. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House ‘bs now 
adjourn.” —(Mr. Pritchard Morgan.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Joseph Walton (York- The Under-Secretary of State 
shire, W.R., Barnsley) ... 419 for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brod- 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 421 rick, Surrey, Guildford) is 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ... 423 Sir Edward Gre Yy ienaemsnans 
Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett land, Berwick) , . 
(Sheffield, Eccleshall) ... 424 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


NEW BILL. 


WILD Brirps PRoTEcTION—Bill to consolidate and amend the Law relating to 
the protection of Wild Birds, ordered to brought in by Mr. Bigwood, Mr. 
Howard, Mr. Buxton, and Sir John William Maclure. 


Wild Birds Protection Bill—‘ To consolidate and amend the Law relating 
to the Protection of Wild Birds,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a ‘second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 281] bas me Hie mn a pe 


(QUEEN ANNE’s Bounty Jornt Commitrec—Ordered, That Sir William Anson, 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen, Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. Stevenson, and Mr. 
Stuart-Wortley be members of the Joint Committee on Queen Anne’s 
Bounty—(Sir William Walrond) e 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Ireland) Bill—Order for Committee read. Bill con- 
sidered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause | :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 9, after ‘ rent-charge’ to insert ‘and the land has net been, 
since the date of such order, conveyed to any person on a sale thereof.’”— 
(Mr T. M Healy.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Chief Secretary for Ire- Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N. Y 
land (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Mr. T. M. Healy : 
Leeds, Central) .. 435 Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) . 
Mr. T.M. Healy (Louth, N) 436 The First Lord of the “Treasury 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EF.) ... 437 (Iie. hs dis isiih Man- 
Serjt. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 438 chester, E..) ate 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 10, to leave out the words ‘ forty-five,’ and insert the words 
‘fifty-one.’”—(Mr. Diilon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ forty-five’ stand part of the Clause.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. G. W. Balfour w» 447 Serjeant Hemphill 
Mr. Swift seine Se he Mr. Dillon Sac nas 
S.) és 447 Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mia)... 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 116 ; Noes, 66, (Division List No, 170.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 10, after the word ‘forty-five, to insert the word 
‘annual.’”—(Mr. T. M Healy.) 


uestion proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
prop 


Mr. G. W. Balfour . 451 The Attorney-General for Ireland 
(Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry,N.) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 20, to leave out the word ‘ten,’ and insert the word 
‘ fifteen.’ peer. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘ten’ stand part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. G. W. Balfour ... 453 Mr. Dillon i 
Mr. Dillon ‘és .. 454 Mr. Swift MacNeill... 
Serjt. Hemphill... .. 454 Mr. Caldwell aaa Mid) 
Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, Mr. T. M. Healy 5 ; 
a= ye .. 455 Mr. Murnaghan 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ww. 455 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Chairman do report 
Progress; and ask leave to sit again.”—(Mr. MacNeill.) But the 
Chairman, being of opinion that the motion was an abuse of the Rules of 
the House, declined to propose the Question thereon to the Committee. 


Mr. McKenna (Monmouth- Mr. G. W. Balfour 
shire, N.) see ... 464 Mr. Dillon 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 126 ; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 171.) 
Question proposed, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Dillon... on .. 467 Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour sea: a or sae 
Mr. Edmund Robertson Mr. Flynn ~ 

(Dundee) ets <n. ae 


Mr. A. J. BALFouR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 144 ; Noes, 64. (Division List No. 172.) 
Question put accordingly, ‘“‘ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 143 ; Noes, 64. (Division List No. 173.) 


it being after midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
Report to the House. 
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Committee report Progress ; to sit again this day. 


Education of the Blind (Scotland) Bill—Considered in Committee. Com- 
mittee report Progress. Order for Committee discharged ; Bill withdrawn 491 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 4TH JULY, 1900, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Taunton Corporation Bill.—As amended considered. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 18, after line 25, to insert the words, ‘It shall be open to any local 
authority, dairyman, or person aggrieved by any such order or withdrawal of 
such order to appeal in a summary manner to a court of petty sessions having 
jurisdiction in the district in which the dairy is situated, and the court may 

. either make an order requiring the dairyman to cease from supplying milk, or 
may vary or rescind any order which has been made by the local authority, and 
they may at any time withdraw any order made under this section. Pending 
the disposal of any such appeal the order shall remain in force.’”—(Mr, 


Strachey.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Lord Edmond  Fitzmaurioe Sir John Dorington (Gloucester- 
(Wiltshire, Cricklude) ... 494 shire, Tewkesbury)... ... 498 
Colonel Welby (Taunton) ... 495 Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stock- 
The Secretary to the Local ton) ro a «a. 499 
Government Board (Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Tyrone, 8.) 496 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That the debate be now ad- 
journed.”—(Mr. Hobhouse.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Captain Pretyman (Suffolk, - Mr. T. W. Russell o- ... ... 602 
Woodbridge) . ... 502 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Jeffreys(Hampshire, N.) 502 Mr. T. W. Russell ae ... 509 
Colonel Pilkington (Lanca- Mr. Seely (Lincoln)... «<a Oe 
shire, Newton) ... .. 504 Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stow- 
Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, market) aie aay soeit) ee 
Lichfield) is .» 505 Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice vas) ee 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ... 506 Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire)... 512 
Mr. Renshaw = (Renfrew- 
shire, W.) ... 509 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 98 ; Noes, 99. (Division List No. 174.) 


Bill to be read the third time. 
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Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill.—As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that 
the Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr Caldwell.) 


Queen’s consent signified. Bill read the third time and passed 


Scarborough Corporation Bill—As amended, considered. Ordered, That 
Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read 


the third time. —(Mr. Caldwell). 


m . 8 consent site Bill read the third sti and or [New 
itle . “ ose oes . ose 


Taunton Corporation Bill (By Order)—As amended, considered 
Walsall Corporation Bill [Lords]—Read a second time, and committed 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford saeoitaed _ eae (By assent Read 


a second time, ‘and committed 


Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill—Ordered, That, in the 
case of the Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill, Standing Order 
236 be suspended, and that the Committee have leave to proceed with the 
Bill To-morrow.—(Zhe Chairman of Ways and Means) ‘4 3a 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Tramways Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Read the third time, and passed 


Alexandra Park Bill ; Barnsley Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Donegal Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]— Reported, with Amendments ; — to lie upon the 


Table, and to be printed 


Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill [Lords]— ed, 
without Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. 


London Sea Water Supply Bill sta Ah —Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table.. bi te vy be is 


Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas Bill [Lords]; Gwyrfai Rural 
District Council Water Bill [Lords] ; South Staffordshire Tramways Bill 
| Lords]—Reperted, with Amendments ; banernion to lie “ the — 


and to be printed 


Shannon Water and Electric Power — en with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table.. ‘ Llp as 


Private Bitts (Group K)—Sir FREDERICK Gopson reported from the 
Committee on Group K of Private Bills, That, for lack of business, the 
Committee had adjourned till sae at Eleven of the clock. Report to 
lie upon the Table a ; d a a 


PETITIONS. 


CycLes AND Moror Cars AND Motor CycLes—Petition: from sei ade, for 
taxation ; to lie upon the Table ‘ oe. ve ss rm 


Education of the Blind Viena eeadhsapn from eatin in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table . 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Newcastle on-Tyne _— Bothal ; and comes aii to lie _ 
the Table : ‘ 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Belfast; Hartshead; Margam ; Westminster ; Sheffield ; 
Varteg; Aberavon; Deeping St. James ; ‘Peterborough ; Helpston ; 
Leicester (two); Warminster Common; Ampthill; Luton; Wheatley 
Hill; Thornley; Trimdon Grange; Wingate; Wellington; Bothal ; 
Newcastle-on-Tyne (two) ; and Tynemouth (four); to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petition from 
Largs, against ; to lie upon the Table. Petitions in favour, from Glasgow ; 
Old Monkland ; Montrose ; and Lerwick ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Wingate ; 
Trimdon Grange; Thornley ; Wheatley Hill; Margam; Leeds (two) ; 
Salterforth ; Leicester; Clifton ; Newcastle on- Tyne” (two) ; and Tyne- 
mouth (four) ; to lie upon the Table hes Fe ai wd 


Sunday — (Wales) Act (1881) a excchebnaatscs from 
a 


Margam, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


KILRUSH HARBOUR (PROPOSED PROVISIONAL ORDER)—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 3rd July ; _ 5 tes to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No, 249] ps a eas a 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTS, 1879 AND 1884—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 29th June ; Mr. Jesse Collings]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 251] ‘ tic sues it bass vias 


Paper Latip UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House—Charitable 
Endowments (London).—Further Return relative thereto [ordered 2nd 
August, 1894; Mr. Francis Stevenson] ; to be printed. [No. 252] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the 
Provisional Orders included in the Electric ene Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill.—(Mr Ritchie) a“ hal . - 


Coal Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Citergionnine Bill ihe to 
“‘ Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill ”—Lords Amend- 
ment to be considered upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 282} 


Land Registry (New Buildings) Bill—Ordered, That the Report (with 
Minutes of Proceedings) from the Select Committee on the Land Registry 
(New Buildings) Bill, laid upon the Table a the 25th day of May last, 
be printed.—(/r. Akers Dou glas.) 


Tithe Rent-Charge (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHeEr (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 2 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 23, to leave out from the word ‘Commission,’ to the word 
‘shall,’ in page 2, line 4, and insert the words ‘having regard to the difference 
in prices affecting agriculture in counties, poor law unions, or other areas, 
between the fifteen years expiring on the first day of Nov ember next after the 
passing of this Act and the previous fifteen years.’”—(Mr Clancy.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out to the 
word ‘and,’ in page 2, line 4, stand part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.)... 522 Mr. Dillon (Mayo. E.) ... ... 526 
The Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land (Mr. G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) ... i. 523 
Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present (Mr. 
Crilly, Mayo, N.). House counted, and forty Members being found 


present, 

DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Dillon... a” ... 526 Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ... ao: 
Serjt. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 528 Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 537 
Mr. Jeffrey (Hants, N.) ... 534 


Mr. G. W. BALFour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “‘ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be now put. ” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176 ; Noes, 108. (Division List No. 175.) 
Point oF OrvER.—Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ... a aes ... 539 
Ruling.—Mr. Chairman ne a sep ia ss en .. 541 


Question put accordingly, ‘That the words proposed to be left out to 
the word ‘and,’ in page 2, line 4, stand part of the clause.” 


The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 185; Noes, 113. (Division List No. 176.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 4, after the word ‘ rents,’ to insert the words ‘ deducting in 
each case, where a judicial rent has been fixed, tho amount of the variation 
which was made in respect of improvements made by the tenants.’”—(J/r. 
Dilion.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. G. W. Balfour .. 547 ~~ Mr. Dillon es se ... 650 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver- Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 

pool, Scotland ... ie ET (Stirling Burghs)  ... ... 553 
Mr.Murnaghan(Tyrone,Mid) 549 Mr. Flynn i“ ile ... 556 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 121 ; Noes, 198. (Division List No. 177.) 


It being after half-past Five of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


Veterinary Surgeons Amendment Bill—Read the third time and passed 559 


NEW BILLS. 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC Act (1888) AMENDMENT—Bill to amend the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, and to provide for the better carriage 
by rail of cycles, ordered to be brought in by Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. 
a Mr. Butcher, Mr. Marks, Mr. Kimber, Mr. Thornton, and 

r, Lowe. 
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Railway and Canal Traffic Act (1888) Amendment Bill—‘‘To amend 
the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, and to provide for the better 
carriage by rail of cycles,” presente id accordingly, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time +s _—* 16th of J July, and to be printed 
[ Bill 283] oh ‘ da 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) — Mr. HALsry reported from the 
Committee of Selection: That they had discharged the following 
Member from the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture 
and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures :— Mr. John Wilson (Durham) ; 
and had appointed in substitution: Sir James Woodhouse. Report to lie 
upon the Table ss “3 i a a a ch 


PuBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE—LKighth — a lead and read ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed 


CuinA — ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK — RecENT NgEws—On the Motion for 
Adjournment — Questions, Mr Asquith (Fifeshire, E,) and Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, The Under engpgte: of State for F sire 
Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... : 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Six of the clock. 





‘LORDS: THURSDAY, 5rH JULY 1900, 


ASHANTI—NATIVE RisiING—INVESTMENT OF COOMASSIE—Question, The Earl 
of Camperdown ; Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(The Earl of Selborne) ‘ ae wi sas ve xs ‘ 


SaT First—The Earl of Tankerville sat first i in Parliament after the death of 
his father. 


Thames and Severn Canal Provisional Order Bill—Moved, “That the 
Sessional Order of the 12th March last, ‘That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill originating in this House shall be read a first time 
after Tuesday, the first day of May next,’ be dispensed with in respect of 
a Bill to confirm a Provisional Order made by the Board of Trade under 
Section 45 of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, in the matter of 
the Thames and Severn Canal.”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh. ) 


The Earl of Camperdown ... 564 Lord Balfour of Burleigh 
The Chairman of Committees 
(Lhe Earl of Morley) ... 565 


Motion (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of 
Working Glasses) ; Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of 
Working Classes) ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11). 
The same were ordered to lie upon the Table 


Bradford Corporation Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition thereto. The Orders made on the 
21st June last and Monday last discharged, and Bill committed . 
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Aberdeen Police and Improvement Bill—London and South Western 
Railway Bill—South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill—Report from 
the Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bills, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto. 
The Orders made on the 19th June last and Monday last discharged, and 
Bill committed. . Ses a de si 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [1.L.]|—Reported from the 
Select Committee with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of 
the whole House To-morrow ... 


Lee Conservancy adie cee from the Select Committee with 
Amendments " oe 


Liverpool Corporation Bill—Reported with Amendments ... 


Costa Rica Railway ss tte Limited, -_ ea me tema without 
Amendment... 


North Metropolitan Railway and wea ale tanaale from the Select 
Committee with Amendments ' 


Land Registry (New Buildings) Bill—Reported without amendment, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House To-morrow : 


Lancaster Corporation Bill Report of Her Majesty’s Attorney General 
received, and ordered to lie on the Table ve on es iy 


Rochdale Corporation Bill; Oldham Corporation Bill; West Ham Cor- 
poration Bill—-Moved, That the Order made on the 12th day of March 
last, “That no Private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Tuesday, the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bills be now read 2¢; agreed to; and the Bills read 2¢ 
accordingly he béa as 


Rochdale Corporation Bill—Committed. The Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection a ass be oo He 


Oldham Corporation Bill— Committed 


West Ham Corporation Bill—Committed. The Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection ae na es ed A 


Workington Railways and Docks Bill [1.L.|—Read he Amendments 
made ; Bill passed and sent to the Commons ta 


Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water Trust Bill ; Airdrie and Coat- 
bridge Tramways Bill; Brighton Corporation Bill—Read 34, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ... oh BT 


Reading Corporation (Tramways) Bill; Wolverhampton Gas Bill —Read 
3¢, with the Amendments ; further Amendments made: Bills passed, and 
returned to the Commons N- Ne 


London County Tramways (No. 1) Bill; Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric 
Supply Bill ; Scarborough Corporation Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1¢; and referred to the Examiners ; P bed F 
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Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Hamilton Burgh Bill ; 
Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Wirral Railway Bill ae L. écenimaee from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments ... ; 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; South Lancashire Tramways Bill ; 
tickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water Bill ; West Bromwich Corpora- 
tion Bill ; Great Western Railway Bill ; Halifax Corporation Bill ; Hudders- 
field Corporation Tramways Bill; Blackpool, St. Anne’s and Lytham 
Tramways Bill; Metropolitan District Railway Bill. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the 
House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills, 
viz. :—M. Winchester ; E. Romney ; V. Portman (chairman) ; L. Tredegar ; 
L. Monckton (V. Galway); agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on Monday next, at Eleven o'clock, 
and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, 
as also counsel for the Bills 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—House in Committee 
(according to Order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and the Bill to be read 3* To-morrow ... 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1. eae: a saiiaiiains 
to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons ... 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No. 2) Bill |No. 165]; Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 3) Bill [No. 166]; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill [No. 167]; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 10) Bill [No. 168]; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 15) Bill [No. 169] ; Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5) 
Bill [No. 170]—Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; to be printed ; 
and referred to the Examiners ree os on sis 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TREATY SEriEs-—No. 12 (1900). Accession of the Republic of Uruguay to the 
Convention signed at Geneva 22nd August, 1864, for the amelioration of 
the condition of the wounded in armies in the field, 3rd May, 1900. 
No. 13 (1900). International Convention respecting the liquor traffic in 
Africa [signed at Brussels, 8th June, 1899]. atifications deposited at 
Brussels, 8th and 19th June, 1900 ... : ay se a wat 


Light Raitways Act, 1896 (HIGHBRIDGE, WEDMORE, AND CHEDDAR LIGHT 
RAILWAY ORDER, 1900)—Order made by the Light Railway Commis- 
sioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of light railways in the county of Somerset, between 
Highbridge, W edmore, and Cheddar. Presented (by Command), and 
ordered to lie on the Table . ‘ai a “ee a pe 


Sea FisHertes Act, 1868 (ORDERS FOR FISHERY GRANTS, 1899-1900)— 
Report of the Board of Trade under Part III. of the Sea Fisheries Act, 
1868. Laid before the House he opera to ‘case and ordered to lie on 
the Table : -f eas 
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EpucaTion—Return respecting. Laid before the House (pursuant to Order of 
the 19th June last), and to be printed. (No. 163) si ‘4 


Copyright Bill [#.1.]; Copyright (Artistic) Bill [x. Leave give en to the 
Select Committee to report from time to time = 


Copyright Bill {H.L.|—Reported from the Select Committee with Amend- 
ments, and committed to a: Committee of the whole House, and to be 
printed as amended. (No. 162) 


sneer (Prevention of Accidents) Bill—House in Committee (according 
to Order). 





Clauses 1 to 9 agreed to. 
Clause 10 :— 
Lord De Ramsey ... ion, Lord James of Hereford... 
Clauses 10 to 13 agreed to. 
Clause 14 :— 
Lord Avebury 
Clause 14 agreed to. 
Bill reported, without amendment, and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—House in Committee (according 
to Order); Bill reported without amendment ; and re-committed to the 
Standing Committee ... ve 2 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension Bill [Seconp Reapinc] 
—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Viscount Cross.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Kimberley... 573 Lord Stanley of Alderley 
The Earl of Camperdown ... 574 The Lord ~~ Seal (7 ‘iscount 
Lord Windsor ... oo. wee Cross)... 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, or mili toa 
Committee of the whole House To-morrow. 


Imitation of County Court Process Bill [H.L.|—House in Committee 
(according to Order). Bill reported without amendment ; and re-committed 
to the Standing Committee ... um 


District Councillors and Guardians (Term of Office) Bill—House in 
Committee (according to Order). Bill reported without amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow 


Commonwealth of Australia Constitution Bill [THirp Reapinc|—Order 
of the Day for the Third Reading read. 


Moved, “ Ti.at the Bill be now read a third time.”—(The Earl of Selborne.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Stanmore ee The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of 
The Earl of Se Jborae ss ae Halsbury) ... se us 
The Earl of Kimberley 583 Lord Morris ree 


Lord Alverstone... 
On Question, agreed to. Bill read 3“ accordingly, and passed. 
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— Act Amendment Bill (1.1. ]—Amendments reported (according to 
order) ... ‘es vak bas aie ae sph aK aes it 


Union of Benefices Act, 1860, Amendment Bill [u.L.]—[Tuirp Reapinc}]— 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(The Lord Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury.) 
The Duke of Northumberland 591 The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 3° accordingly, and passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


QUEEN ANNE'S Bounty BoarpD—Moved, “That the Lords following be 
named of the Committee to join with a Committee of the House of 
Commons to consider the constitution of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, 
and to report whether economy and efficiency of administration would 
be promoted by any change in its constitution or by its amalgamation 
with any other body, viz.:—L. Privy Seal (V. Cross), E. Aberdeen, L. 
Bp. London, L. Barnard, L. Ashcombe. That such Committee have 
power to agree with the Committee of the House of Commons in the 
appointment of a Chairman.”—(Earl Waldegrave.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Stanley of Alderley ... 593 The Prime Minister and Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs 
(The Marquess of Salisbury) ... 
The Earl of Halsbury th 
On Question, agreed to. 


Ordered, That such Committee have power to agree with the Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons in the appointment of a Chairman. 


Veterinary Surgeons Amendment Bill—Brought from the Commons, 
read 14, and to be printed. (No. 164) oe iat: nr a 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—HospITAL AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS—Mr 
Burpett-Coutts’s CHARGES—CoMMITTEFE OF INQUIRY — Question, The 
Earl of Kimberley; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (The 
Marquess of Lansdowne) _... i sak “de ssa ss 


House adjourned at Twenty-five minutes before Seven of the clock. 





COMMONS: THURSDAY, 5TH Jury, 1900. 
Spalding Urban District Council (Water Bill) (by Order)—Lords 


Amendments considered. Amendments as far as the Amendment in 
page 6, line 21, agreed to. Page 6, line 21, to leave out from “1889,” to 
the end of Clause 9, the next Amendment, read a second time. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House doth agree 
with the Lords in the said Amendment.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
8.) ae es ..- 597 The Chairman of Committees 
Mr. Reckitt (Lincolnshire, (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumber- 
brigq) ... ; 598 land, Penrith) 


Mr. Pollock (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) a 1, O99 


Ol 
=) 
bo 


or 
ite) 
ou 


or 
ire) 
ou 


600 


600 








liv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 5.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the debate be now 
adjourned.” —(Sir Henry Fowler.) 
Mr. J. W. Lowther 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday next. 


London County Tramways (No. 1) Bill (by Order)—Order for considera- 


tion, as amended, read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill, as Amended, be 
now considered.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ Bill,’ to the end of the Question, and add the 
words ‘be re-committed to the former Committee on the Bill, instead thereof.” 
—(Mr. Kimber.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Thornton (Clapham) ... 606 Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, WLh., 
Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hox- Rotherham) a - 
ton) ... 607 Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) 


Mr. John Burns ( Battersea) 608 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main question put, and agreed to. 
Bill, as amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Prince of Wales’ consent signified. 
8 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Taunton Corporation Bill (By Order)—Ordered, That in the case of the 
Taunton Corporation Bill Standing Order 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed 


PRIVATE Bits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the 
following Bill, orginating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Glasgow District 
Tramways Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time ... 


PROVISIONAL ORDER Bits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the fol- 
lowing Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :—-Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]. Ordered, 
That the Bill be read a second time to-morrow fasta sexs x 
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PrIvATE Britis |Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the 
Firs: Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, 
and which are applicable thereto, have not been complied with, viz. : 
South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 


Standing Orders 
North Warwickshire Water Bill; Widness and Runcorn See ei Bill. 


Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Lincoln Corporation (Tramways) Bill seit Read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments ... ant sas st as 


Sheffield District Railway Bill emma —Read the third ui and igi 
with Amendments ; 


Cork Electric Tramways Bill reer -As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time : i: ae ee 


RAILWAY BiLts (Group 8)—Ordered, That Alexander Findlay, J.P., do attend 
the Committee on Group 8 of Railway Bills To-morrow at_ half-past 
Eleven of the clock as ae ‘A: 


tAILWAY BILLS (Group 8)—Ordered, that James Dunlop, Robert Park, and 
Archibald King, do attend the Committee on Group 8 of Railway Bills 
To-morrow, at half-past Eleven of the clock ae < 


RAILWAY Brits (Group 8)—Sir Lewis McIver reported from the Committee 
on Group 8 of Railway Bills, That Mr. Samuel Woods, one of the 
Members of the said Committee, was not present during the sitting of 
the Committee this day. Ordered, That Mr. Samuel Woods do attend 
Group 8 of Railway Bills To-morrow, at half- — Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table.. : 

PRIVATE BiLtts (GROUP i ie A. HARGREAVES BROWN Laie from the 
Committee on Group D of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of 
parties, they had oo till meee a next, at Twelve of the ciock. 
Report to lie upon the Table .. bs “ We ee 





Private Britis (Group J)—Colonel GuNTER reported from the Committee on 
Group J of Private Bills, That, to meet the convenience of the parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Monday next at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. Report to lie upon the Table ‘ He Re i ~ 


Southport Corporation Bill—-[teported from the Select Committee on 
Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section B), with Amendments ; 


Report to lie upon the T able, and to be printed 
MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—British Gas Light 
Company (Staffordshire Potteries) Bill, without amendment. 
That they have agreed to—Latimer Road and Acton Railway Bill, with 
an Amendment. 


That they have agreed to amendments to—-Glasgow and South Western 
Railway Bill [Lords], South Eastern Railway Bill [Lords], without amend- 


ment. 
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That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to incorporate a 
company and authorise them to acquire the Workington Harbour and 
Lonsdale Dock undertaking, in the county of Cumberland, and to 
construct a dock, railways, ‘and works at W orkington ; and ‘for other 
purposes.” W: orkington Railways and Docks Bill [Lords] a 1» CM P 


Workington Railways and Docks Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... 614 


PETITIONS. 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING LiIQuORS)—Petition from Haverfordwest, 
for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table rae Bye 0 i 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) 1 gyal in 
favour, from Danesmoor, and Briercliffe ; to lie upon the Table .. 615 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Turvey ; Cr 
Danesmoor ; and Bedford ; to lie upon the Table ... 66 605 . 615 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. Rt 


LocaL TAXATION LICENCES, 1899-1900—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 15th June; Mr. T. W. ete to lie upon the Table, and to Or 
be printed. [No. 254] vse ‘ies rer on son OLE 


Licut RatLways Act, 1896—Copy presented, of Order made by the Light So 
Railway Commissioners, and modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of Light Railways in the county of 
Somerset, between Highbridge, Wedmore, and Cheddar (Highbridge, 
Wedmore, and Cheddar Light Saapeonej Order, wrnky [by | tonne Wei to 
lie upon the Table __... wv 615 


MARINE ENGINEERS—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 25th May ; 
Sir Fortescue Flanner v) to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
ae ; . es ane fs hs one wis .. 615 Cr 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 4th July 5 Mr. sac to lie 4 the Pious Sp 
and to be printed. [No. 256] ee 615 


Sea FisHERIES Act, 1868—Copy presented, of Report of the Board of Trade Pu 
under Part III. of the Act. Orders for Fishery Grants, 1899-1900 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No _ 257 “ 615 


IRisH LAND Commission — Return presented, relative thereto [ordered Ho 
18th May ; Mr. Patrick O Brie er to lie — ‘the Table, and to be — 

[No. 258] a P = i - ace re 

Inc 

Army SPECIAL PENSIONS—-Copy presented, of Return for the year ended 

31st March, 1900, of Pensions specially granted under Articles 730, 1170, 

and 1207 of the Army Pay Warrant [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 616 ? Sr. 


SoutH Arrica (UNWOUNDED Souprers Deap or INVALIDED Home)—Return 
presented, relative thereto smcondin 18th went Mr. Thomas Bailey); to lie Us. 
upon the Table weit in om oe we . 616 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill—Copy ordered, “of Memo- 
randum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the shsionapgeaien Orders Confirmation sete Bill.” — 
(Mr. Ritchie) ‘ap ¥ ; > ; 


PROBATION OF First OrFENDERS—Address for “ Return of the number of 
Cases within the Metropolitan Police District, the West Riding of York- 
shire, Lancashire, Staffordshire, Warwickshire, and Durham in which 
persons convicted of first offences have, by reason of their youth or the 
trivial nature of the offence, been released under recognizances on proba- 
tion of good conduct in the years 1897, 1898, 1899, under the Probation 
of First Offenders Act, 1887; and of the number of Cases in which such 
persons have been called upon to appear to receive judgment, or are known 
to have been subsequently convicted of a fresh offence (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper No. 277, of Session 1897).”—(Sir Howard Vincent) ... 


QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—THE ATTACK ON THE TakU Forts— 
Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answer, The Under ee of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


ReceNT News—TueE Position AT PEKING—Question, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman (Stirling tant and Sir J. Colomb saw: bas coma 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick ; 


OFFICIAL RELATIONS WITH Cua — Question, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ... id, + ; ‘ fuk ise 


South ArricAN War—HospitaAL AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS—MR. 
Burpett-Coutts’s CHARGES—CoMMITTEE OF INQUIRY—Questions, Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman, Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8.), Mr. Burdett-Coutts 
(Westminster), Mr. Arnold Forster (Belfast, W.), and Mr. Dillon; 
Answers, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


New ZEALAND CONTINGENT—TREATMENT OF THE SICK AND WouNDED— 
Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, ‘Birmingham, W.) js ‘ ss ps 


CENSORSHIP REGULATIONS—Question, —— Sinclair Portas); Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ‘i : - - 


Spion Kop DeEspaTtcHEs—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill stilton s), 
Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dov er) 


PUBLICATION OF DESPATCHES—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill, and Sir Wilfrid Lawson mame Cockermouth) ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... . 


HosPITaAL ORDERLIES—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ks se a = fe dad xe 


INQUIRIES INTO CAPTURES OF BritisH TRoops—Question, Sir E. Ashmead- . 


Bartlett (Sheftield, Ecclesall) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


St. JoHn’s AMBULANCE BRIGADE—MOopDERN GUNS FoR ARTILLERY VOLUN- 
TEERS —Question, Mr. Harwood (Bolton); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


UsE OF THE RAILWAY TO KIMBERLEY BY THE De Brers Company— 
Question, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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TREATMENT OF DISCHARGED SOLDIERS—CASE OF PRIVATE WEIR—Question, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham sé ey di 


SECTION 423 OF THE QUEEN’S REGULATIONS—Question, Mr. Scott Montagu 
(Hampshire, New v Forest) and Mr. Gibson Bowles — iti ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham.. 





UNDER-AGE RecruITs—CASE OF JOHN SMITH—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee pes vcs i 


RESERVE OFFICERS’ RETIRING ALLOWANCES—Question, Colonel Lockwood 
(Essex, Epping) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham si sl as ra 


REGIMENTAL District COoMMANDS—Question, Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, W. 3 ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ~ ie sale xls 7 


VOLUNTEER CAMPS—SURGEONS’ ALLOWANCES—Questions, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.) and Sir Howard Vincent nasspiscai Central) : 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham ‘ 


ARMY PENSIONS—CASE OF HENRY aeiadlininiaiin Mr. etal nn 
Co., N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham — 


CoMPULSORY RETIREMENT OF WAR OFFICE CLERKS—Question, .Sir Thomas 
Esmonde (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) “ ‘ite 


INDIAN FAMINE RELIEF OPERATIONS—Question, Sir William Wedderburn 
(Banffshire) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) ; ay $ 


INDIAN FAMINE—SUGGESTED PARLIAMENTARY GRANT—LONDON INDIAN 
SociETY—Question, Sir William Wedderburn ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


INDIAN GOVEKNMENT CONTRACTS — ATTEMPTED BRIBERY—Question, Sir 
Seymour King (Hull, Central) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


ASHANTI—NATIVE RisinG—INVESTMENT OF COOMASSIE—Question, Sir E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ext ex 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, 
N.) ; Answers, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


SMALL DWELLINGS AcQuisITION Act, 1899—LoaAns To LocAL AUTHORITIES 
Question, Mr. Billson (Halifax) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Local 
Government Board (Mr. 'T. W. Russell, Tyrone, 8.) 


INSTRUCTION IN COOKERY FOR Boys -Question, Mr. Hobhouse (Somersetshire, 
E.) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on 
Edueation (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 

WoORKMEN’S COMPENSATION Act—CREWE CASE—Question, Col. Milward 
(Warwickshire, Stratford-on- een Answer, The sppeagnc! General (Sir 
Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) . " ah he 

Hincktey Post Orrice—Question, Mr. M‘Laren (Leicestershire, Bosworth) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury ae be ae ea 


PostaAL DELAYS IN THE METROPOLIS—Questions, Mr. Cohen Comngion E.) 
and Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester); Answers, Mr. Hanbury ... as 
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CoOTEHILL (CAVAN) PosTMASTERSHIP—Questions, Mr. Samuel Yonng (Cavan, 
E.) and Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury es 


TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION IN County CAvAN—Question, Mr. Samuel 
Young; Answer, Mr. Hanbury re ee a sig 


GRANTS FoR NEw ScHOOLS IN NorTH SLIGO—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 
N.); Answer, The Chief seein for Ireland viene G. W. —_ 
Leeds, Central) ve : F 


Irish DisPENsARY MepicaL Docrors—Question, Mr. Samuel Young ; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... - ict ven gle Si sk 


COLERAINE WORKHOUSE—RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTIONS TO CHILDREN—-Ques- 
tions, Mr. Samuel Young and Mr. T. P. O’Connor sh saniesstti senaniat 
Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour . é 


PROCLAIMED MEETING AT NEWMARKET—Questions, Mr. sisi (Cork, N.) 
and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour : Lit fas 


AN4STHETICS IN BELFAST RoyaL HospirAL—Questions, Mr. Macaleese 
(Monaghan, N.) and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... 


Light RatLways—Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 
“PADDY THE WAD”—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... 


SYLVESTER DwyER—Questions. Mr. Flavin and Mr. Coghill or bea 
Trent) ; Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


R.I-C.—MARRIAGE REGULATIONS—Question, Mr. T. J. Farrell (Kerry, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... = a os wae 


DrAPERS’ CompANY’s EsTaTES 1N County DERRY—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Baifour aa ae oe e 


DuBiin PoLice UNIFoRMs—Question, Mr. Flynn ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


HospiraL (LIMERICK) Petry SESSIONS CLERKSHIP—Question, Mr. Austin 
(Limerick, W.); Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 1m a - 


LorD RATHDONNEL’S TENANTS—Question, Mr. Macaleese ; Answer, Mr. G. 
W. Balfour ae se He set a 


RESULT FEES IN IRISH ScHOOLS—Question, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork County, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... ee af: = ie 


PROCEDURE OF COUNCILS ORDER—Question, Mr. Claney ; Answer, Mr. G, 
W. Balfour ot ds aa ae i ike 


County Kerry FISHERY PreERS—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde ; Answer, 
Tho Vice-President of the giro of Soy. aceon for Ireland (Mr. 
Plunkett, Dublin Co., 8.) ms ; atk a 


IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD—REPRESENTATION OF CouNTY KERRY— 
Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde and Captain Donelan; Answer, Mr. 
Plunkett ; 


Potato BLicHT—Question, Captain Donelan ; Answer, Mr. Plunkett ... 
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House or Lorps neceeratnti Recetas Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ... : 1s 5. os ee sts - 


WeELsH SunDAY CLosinc Brtt—Questions, Mr. Maclean and Mr. Alfred 
Thomas (Glamorganshire, E.); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ai 


INDIAN BupGET—Question, Mr. Maclean ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE HovusE—Question, Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour oe “a ee ? és isk a 


PUBLIC BUSINESS, 


Military Maneuvres Bill [Lords]—Ordered, That the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills do examine the Military Maneeuvres Bill Deiat 
with respect to compliance with the ites Orders relative to Private 
Bills—(M/r Wyndham) . sins ‘ ie 


SEIGE OF LADYSMITH—DISAPPEARANCE OF SToRES—-Sir C. DILKE AND SIR 
W. StokEs—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Sir C. Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) . 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—HOspPITAL AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS—MR. Bur- 
DETT-COUTIS’s CHARGES: [Motion for Adjourn- 
ment |—Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House do now 
adjourn.” —(Jir. Labouchere.) 





DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts(Vestmin- Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) 
ster) 652 Col. Saunderson (Armagh, Mid) 
Sir H. Campbell Bannerman Captain Norton (Newington, W.) 
(Stirling Burghs) .. 655 Sir Mark Stewart gesvasgueca 
Sir J. Fergusson ne ster, shire)... 
. 3 ee : 657 Mr. Arnold Foster (Belfast, W.) 
The First Lord of the Dr, Farquharson etaiitins 
Treasury (Mr, A. J.Bal- Wis ius 
four, Manchester, E.) ... 658 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to the Ancient 
Monuments Protection Bill, with Amendments sc 


Ancient Monuments Protection Bill—Lords Amendments to be con- 
sidered upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 284] 
Tithe Rent-Charge (Ireland) Bili—Considered in Committee. 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
Clause 2 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 6, to leave out Sub-section 2.”—(Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That Sub-section 2 stand part of the clause.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 

The Chief Secretary for Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N. Us 678 

Ireland (Mr. G. W. Bal- Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ... 679 

four, Leeds, Central) ... 674 Mr. Diilon (Mayo, E.) ... 680 

Mr. T.P. O'Connor oe Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) ... 682 

pool, Scotland) . . 674 Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid)... 683 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 142 ; Noes 75. (Division List No. 178.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 24, at the end, to add the words, ‘ (7) The Land Com- 
mission may at any time ‘amend or vary any certificate made under this section, 
and the certificate when so amended or varied shall have effect accordingly.’ ’ 
(Mr. Clancy.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words be there added.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. G. W. Balfour ws 687 The Attorney General for Ireland 
Mr. Clancy y alas County, (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 

N.) : .. 687 Mr. William Moore (Antrim, - 
Mr. Dillon.. a 687 Mr. Flynn ‘ 


Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E. ) 
Question put. 
The Committee divided: — Ayes, 67; Noes, 122. (Division List 
No. 179.) 
Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present 


(Dr. Tanner, Cork Co., Mid). House counted, and forty Members being 
found present, 


Motion made, and question proposed, “That the clause be omitted.”— 
(Mr. Murnaghan.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Flynn w. §=696 Mr. Power 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.)... 699 Mr. Dillon 
Mr. Doogan ies a! 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 158 ; Noes, 82. (Division List No. 180.) 
Clause 3 :— 


Amendment — 


“In page 2, line 26, after the word ‘ Act,’ to insert the words ‘on the 
application of any person who, if this Act had not been passed, would have been 
entitled to obtain a variation of any tithe rent-charge.’ ”—(Mr. Clancy.) . 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. G. W. Balfour a. ae Mr, Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 90 ; Noes, 170. (Division List No .181.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 28, after the word ‘ = Soap to insert the words ‘ otherwise 
than to the Land Commission.’ ” —(Mr. Dillon.) 
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Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr.G. W. Balfour... ss 676 Mr. T. P. O'Connor 
Senjt. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) 717 
It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Post Office Sites (Re-committed) Bill—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 
Dr. Tanner (Cork Co., Mid) 723 Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
The Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury( Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) - oe 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of tne clock. 





LORDS: FRIDAY, 6TH JULY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with:—Bray Urban District Council ; 
Cumberland County Council (Bridges). Also the Certificate that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been 
complied with :—Bray and Enniskerry Railway. And also the 
Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with :—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 12). The same were ordered to lie upon the Table 


Wirral Railway Bill [1.L.]—Commons Amendments considered and agreed to 


Jarrow and ne mameed stnintadl vou on with Amend- 


ments ... 
Nottingham Corporation Bill—Reported with Amendments 
Roe’s Patent Bill [4.L.]—Reported with Amendments 


Crystal Palace Company Bill [1.1. Prag 3¢; Amendments made; Bill 
passed, and sent to the Commons fo. sa ii ane 


Taunton Corporation Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; and 
referred to the Examiners F a < es a ' 


City of London Electric Lighting Bill ; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 
Bill ; North Warwickshire Water Bill; Widnes and Runcorn Bridge Bill. 


Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Woodbridge District Water Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to a 
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East Stirlingshire Water Bill [.L.]; Lincoln Corporation (Tramways) 
Bill [H. “mf Sheffield District Railway Bill [H.L.]—Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amendments con- 
sidered, and ‘agreed to <2 ae ne 


Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to, with Amendments 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill {11.L.]—House in Committee 
(according to Order). The Amendments proposed by the Select 
Committee made; further Amendments made; Standing Committee 
negatived. The Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next 


Gas Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—House in Committee (according to 
Order). An Amendment made ; Standing Committee negatived. The 
Report of Amendment to be received on Monday next . 


Pier and Harbour en mee ane ee Bill—Read 3¢ Geecordins 
to Order), and passed .. ' 


Lambeth Water Bill; Mid Kent Water Bill ; Portland Urban District Gas 
Bill ; Wandsworth and Putney Gas Bill ; South Metropolitan Gas Bill ; 
London and North Western Railway Bill; London and North Western 
Railway (Wales) Bill ; London County Council (Improvements) Bill— 
Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be 
proposed to the House to form the Select Committee for the consideration 
of the said Bills, viz.:—M. Zetland, E. Denbigh, E. Mayo, L. Plunket, 
L. Brougham and Vanx (Chairman) ; agreed to; and the said Lords 
appointed accordingly. The Committee to meet on Tuesday next, at 
Eleven o’clock ; and all Petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to 
the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Pusiic HEALTH ([RELAND) Act, 1878—1. Report of the Committee appointed 
by the Local Government Board for Ireland to inquire into the public 
health of the City of Dublin. 2. Minutes of Evidence taken before the 
Committee ‘ vas aes si sl aah nis 


Army—l1. (Special Pensions)—Return for the year ended 31st March, 1900, 
of pensions specially g —- under Articles 730, 1170, and 1207 ‘of the 
Army Pay Warrant. 2. (Volunteers)—Proposed Regulations under the 
Volunteers Bill now before Parliament as to special engagements by 
members of Volunteer corps. Presented (by Command), and ordered to 
lie on the Table ve ia = on aie vhs ; 


PoLLiInG Districts (ADMINISTRATIVE COUNTY OF LONDON)—Orders made by 
the London County Council dividing the Parliamentary Boroughs of 
Camberwell (Dulwich Division), Wandsworth, Hackney (North Division), 
and Finsbury (Central Division), into convenient polling districts. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


QuEEN ANNE’s Bounty BoaARD—A Message ordered to be sent to the House 
of Commons to propose that the Joint “Committee do meet in Committee 
Room 14, on Monday next, at half-past Three o’clock re 
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LAaTER—Message from the Commons that they have ordered that the Committee 
appointed by them to join with the Committee of this House to consider 
the constitution of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board to meet the Lords’ 
Committee in Committee Room 14 on Monday next, at half-past Three 
o'clock, as proposed by their Lordships wi iP 





Ir1isH LAND—CLAIMS OF IRISH LANDLORDS—PROPOSED RoyAL CoMMISSION— 
[Resolution]. 


Moved to resolve, That as the claim of Irish landlords to compensation 
or redress from the State has been on several recent occasions placed before 
Parliament, and as its justice has never been seriously disputed, a Royal 
Commission be immediately appointed to consider and report (inter alia)— 
(1) As to the nature and extent of the injury which Irish landowners have 
suffered by legislation since 1881; and (2) As to the best means of 
affording compensation or redress for the injury so inflicted upon them, 
having regard to the assurances given in Parliament in and since 1881 by 
members of successive Governments, or of the Legislature, that if Irish 
landowners were found to have suffered loss or injury from Irish land 
legislation it would be the duty of Parliament to compensate them.—(The 
Vis.ount Templetown.) 


DISCUSSION :— 

The Lord President of the The Duke of Abercorn ... 
Council (The Duke of The Earl of Mayo . ss 
Devonshire) = ee The Lord Chancellor of Ireland 

Lord Clonbrock ... .. 748 (Lord Ashbourne) wi 


On Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 62 ; Not-Contents, 59. 


Cremation Bill [u.L.]—Order of the Day read for receiving Report of 
Amendments. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Lord Monkswell ... .. 759 Lord Belper... 
The Chairman of Committee Lord Monkswell ... 
(The Earl of Morley) ... 760 


Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 

Burial Grounds Bill — Read 3* (according to Order), and passed 

Land Registry (New Buildings) Bill—House in Committee (according to 
Order); ill reported without amendment; Standing Committee 


negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension Bill-—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order). 


Clause 1 :— 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Kimberley... 763 Lord Alverstone 


The Lord Privy Seal (Vis- Lord Herries 
count Cross) , in wee Lord Heneage 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 15, after the word ‘ machinery,’ to insert the words ‘ driven 
by mechanical power.’ ”’—(Yiscount Cross.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Kimberley... 767 The Earl of Kimberley ... 
Lord Alverstone ... cee tS Lord Alverstone Sos 
Lord Burghelere ... oa, S00 


Amendment agreed to. Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee ; 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 171.) 


District Councillors and Guardians cial of ail ‘alias, > 
(according to Order), and passed 


House adjourned at a quarter past Seven of the clock, to Monday. 





COMMONS: FRIDAY, 6TH JULY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Bexhill and Rotherfield 
Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


City of London anaes anting ae tee Amendments considered, 


and agreed to ... 


Great Yarmouth Port and Haven nail Amendments considered, 
and agreed to, with Amendments ‘ ; 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill—W: —e District Water 
Bill—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to 


East Stirlingshire Water _ cca the third seta and a 
with Amendments 


Burnley ee ~_ pn amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time . ka em 


Edinburgh District Lunacy Board Bill [{Lords|—As amended, con- 
sidered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time : ant 


Water Orders eanmineranth Bill aaa: —Read a second time, and 
committed 


London (Southwark) Provisional Order Bill—Rvported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next ... 
London (St. Luke) Provisional Order Bill—Reported, with Amendments 


|Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. ior as 
amended, to be considered upon Monday next oe : ahd 


Aston Manor Tramways Bill [Lordsj--Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed x“ eer : 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie wpe the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next : 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie = the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next 


Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDS—That they have agreed to—Airdrie and Coat- 
bridge Tramways Bill; Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water Trust 
Bill ; Brighton Corporation Bill ; Reading Corporation (Tramways) Bill ; 
and W olverhampton Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Tramways Act, 
1870, relating to Bedford Corporation Tramways, Bootle Corporation 
Tramways, Radcliffe Urban District Council Tramways, St. Helens 
Corporation Tramways and Warwick Tramways. Tramways Orders Con- 


firmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, ‘An Act to provide for the conversion of the 
capital stocks of the Crystal Palace Company into shares ; and to empower 
them to raise additional capital; and for other purposes. Crystal Palace 
Company Bill [Lords]... rs nis ses i ae ‘ai 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]—Read the first 
time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 


printed. [Bill 287] 


Crystal Palace Company Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ee a 


PETITIONS. 


Education poemaan) © Bill—Petition from een, an: to lie -“ 
the Table : 


Factories and Workshops psrticeagne from naa apne to lie 
upon the Table ove vis 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Pickering (three); Helmsley ; Fartown ; Kirby Moorside ; 
Sheepbridge ; Gilling ; Whitby ; Settle ; Carlisle ; Patrington ; Keynsham ; 
London ; Birmingham ; Thornton (two) ; Tamworth ; Atherstone ; Poles- 
worth ; Chester ; and Forest Hill ; to lie upon the Table . 53 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children ee saieennces 
from Kirkcaldy, in favour ; to lie upon the Table . 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—-Petitions in favour, from Fartown ; 
Pickering (two); Kirby Moorside; Whitby ; Sheepbridge ; Gilling ; ; 
Gorbal’s Cross ; Farsley ; ; Honiton ; Keighley ; Thornton ; Birmi ingham ; 
Glasgow ; Chester (two); and St. Ives (two) ; to lie upon the Table 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


HicH Court OF JUSTICE ceil aeutia assteamandhs 3rd J uly | to be bicgaunaen 
[No. 259] 


PoLLING Districts (LonpoN)—Copy presented, of Orders made by the 
London County Council dividing the Parliamentary Boroughs of Camber- 
well (Dulwich Division), Wandsworth, Hackney (North Division), and 
Finsbury (Central a into convenient seni Districts [by ee 
to lie upon the Table . . 


PusLic HEALTH (DUBLIN) (COMMITTEE)—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Committee appointed by the Local Government Board for Ireland to 
inquire into the Public Health of the City of Dublin [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Minutes of Evidence taken hefore the Committeo 
appointed by the Local Government Board for Ireland to inquire into the 
Public Health of the Seem of Dublin ney sree peg to lie — the 
Table ... ‘ ss ile 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 5th July ; Mr. siti to lie _— the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 260] _ — oat 


TREATY SERIES (No. 12, 1900) - Copy presented, of Accession of the Republic 
of Uruguay to the Convention signed at Geneva, 22nd August, 1864, for 
the Amelioration of the Condition of the Wounded in Armies in the Field, 
3rd May, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table id 


TREATY SERIES (No. 13, 1900)—Copy presented, of International Convention 
respecting the Liquor Traffic in Africa. Signed at Brussels, 8th June, 
1899. Ratifications deposited at Brussels 8th and 19th June, 1900 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table kt 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House—Caledonian 
Canal—Copy of “aaa fifth a of the Commissioners [by a to be 
printed. [No. 261] . : a 


PrisON OFFICERS (PENsIoNS)—Address for ‘“‘ Return showing the practice of 
the late Prison authorities in England and Wales in granting Pensions to 
Prison Officers under Section 15 of the Prison Act, 1865, in the following 
form :— 
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Prison 
authority. 


Name of 


Prison Particulars. 














—(Mr. John Hutton) 


SHEBEENS IN TOWNS (IRELAND)—Return ordered ‘of the number of prose- 
cutions for Shebeening, the number of convictions obtained, the number 
of Clubs in which intoxicating liquors are sold, and the number of con- 
victions for Shebeening where imprisonment was imposed as a penalty, 
in each of the cities of Belfast, Dublin, Cork, Limerick, and Waterford, 
during the period from the Ist day of Sanuary, 1898, till the 31st day 
of May, 1900.”—(Mr. Macaleese) i 


e2 


774 


774 








Ixviii TABLE UF CONTENTS. 


July 6.) 
QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—JAPANESE HELP IN SUPPRESSING Dis- 
TURBANCES—Questions, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) and 
Mr. T. P. O’Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) ; Answers, The Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) is 


Recent NEws—Question, Sir H. Tamneeisieaae Bannerman tien mes 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick i 


PAPERS ON CHINA—Question, Mr. icinttees ee E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ... whe : ‘ - op oon 


NAVAL OFFICERS AND FoREIGN LANGUAGES—Question, Sir J. Colomb (Great 
Yarmouth); Answer, The Civil Lord of the ee (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) va me 


SUGGESTED NEGOTIATION FOR PEACE IN SOUTH AFRICA IN VIEW OF CHINESE 
ComMPLICATIONS—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) . 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—STORES BORROWED BY ARMY FROM NAvVY— Question, 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour a 


CourT-MARTIAL ADMINISTRATION—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ; 
[Question postponed] .. 9 ins a ie - “ 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY PRISONERS WITH THE BoErs—Question, Mr. Kimber 
(Wandsworth) ; Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Wyndham, Dover) xe A bak pee sh ree ibe 

RoopEVAL ENGAGEMENT 7TH JUNE—CAPTURE OF THE DERBYSHIRE 
BATTALION—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ; us és Aes ksi i ea bie 


RoopEVAL ENGAGEMENT—RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE DISASTER—-Question, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a 


GENERAL COLVILLE—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 





ORANGE River COLONY AND PENNY PosTAGE—Question Mr. Evelyn Cecil 
(Hertfordshire, Hertford); Answer, The financial Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ay 


Patriotic Funp—Wripows’ ALLOWANCES—Question, Mr. Galloway (Man- 
chester, 8.W.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour oi 7 sae 


UnpER AGE 9 RUITS—CASE OF PATRICK W ALSH—Question, Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham be ah 


LONDON TELEGRAPHIST VOLUNTEERS—CAMP LEAVE—Question, Mr. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty); Answer, Mr. Hanbury “bi dak 


INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES CONFERENCE AT ee Capt. 
Sinclair (Forfarshire) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick a Ay 





British SEA FisHerniEs—ANADROMOUS Mr. Gibson 
Bowles (Lynn Regis) and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N y haw ers, , The President 
of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 
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PostAL EMPLOYEES AND CITIZENS’ RiGHTs—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower 
Ha:nlets, Stepney) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... zs ave rae sb 


DeLAY OF AUSTRALIAN MAILs—- hnention, Mr. Henniker Heaton ager een ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury i ‘ = se a re 


EstaTE Duty IN ScoTLanD—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, 
Bristol, W.) ... ‘ ni a pa i “ai bes 


PosTAL FACILITIES IN SCOTTISH CONGESTED asp eugcniaamnicne's Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury “ame de’ a0 = “ee hs 


HIGHLAND LINE FIsHING INDUSTRY-—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ; ber 





SToRNOWAY COMMISSIONERS’ EDUCATION MEMORIAL—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray wel ae ve as 
PoTATO-GROWING IN SCOTLAND — Questions, Mr. Weir and Mr. Austin 
(Limerick, W.) ; Answers, Mr. A. Graham Murray <i 


ScoTrisH FIsHERY CRUISER—Question, Mr. Weir ; ~~ Mr. A. Graham 
Murray mee nits ne _ si 


DUBLIN SoRTING OFFICE DuTIES—Question, Mr. Steadman; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury és vt ae We ‘ ie sis c* 


CooTEHILL (CAVAN) Post avica—douiaion) Mr. Samuel eainic er Bi 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury oe its 


Rockcorry LIicENSING SESSIONS—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.) ; 
Answer, The Chief eaneaced for Ireland evcaite G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) PP ‘ : 


BuRIAL GROUNDS ON ARRAN Is ar arepnees Mr. - Shehy (alway, is 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... : i 


Lorp Emty’s Limerick en een Sir J. Colomb ; Answer, Mr. G. W. 
Balfour... ta pay ~ ve ee eo foil 


ENNISKILLEN CEMETERY—Question, Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N.); Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour es ah Es eee ios a Ae 


LaspourRERS’ COTTAGES IN CARRICKMACROSS re Mr. Daly 
(Monaghan, S.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 4 os 


CARRICKMACROSS INQUIRY—SHORTHAND WRITERS’ FEES—Question, Mr. 
Daly ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... i ode mene alt me 


Epucation — New ScHEME— Position oF INsPECTORS—Questions, Mr. 
Harrington (Dublin Harbour) and Mr. veney baeaae imi N); 
Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour... es 


TEACHERS’ REMUNERATION—RESULT FEES—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour ae nds Ase a ‘ini Gai 4 


ArpstRAw NationaL ScHoon TEACHERS — saan — eign: 
(Tyrone, N.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour .. : a 


lxix 


Paye 


786 


787 


787 


788 


788 


789 


789 


790 


790 


791 


791 


794 


796 


796 








ixx TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 6.) 


MunsTER Dairy SCHOOLS AND AGRICULTURAL INSTITUTE—Question, Mr. 
Flynn ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Department of Agriculture 
for Ireland (Mr. Plunkett, Dublin County, S.) ide ‘ain ee 


InisH Prisons—Sick RecuLaTions—Question, Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien (Cork) ; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... at oN ie ws no ae 


EVICTIONS ON THE WARDEN EsTATE—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, Mr. G. 
W. Balfour... bai res am se in isi bes a 


VALENCIA HARBOUR AND CAHIRCIVEEN RIVER—Question, Mr. Flavin ; 
Answer, Mr. Plunkett pe non ie - _ iste ve 


Roaps Boat Sip, SourH Kerry—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, Mr. Plunkett 


THEFTS OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCE IN TRANSIT—Question, Mr. Archdale ; 
Answer, Mr. Plunkett pie me tind oe ads 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Military Lands Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 285]... - oP ee 


Volunteers Biil [Lords|—Read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 286] ae ee ar 


MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDS—That they have agreed to the Commonwealth of 
Australia Constitution Bill without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act to extend the operation 
of The Union of Benefices Act, 1860.” Union of Benefices Act (1860), 
Amendment Bill [Lords]. 

Queen Anne’s Bounty Board (Joint Committee).—That they propose 
that the Joint Committee appointed to consider the constitution of Queen 
Anne’s Bounty Board, and to report whether economy and efficiency of 
administration would be promoted by any change in its constitution or by 
its amalgamation with any other body, do meet in Committee Room 14 
on Monday next at half-past Three of the clock. 

So much of the Lords message (this day) as relates to the time and 
place of meeting of the Joint Committee on Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, 
considered. 

Ordered, That the Committee of this House do meet the Lords Commit- 
tee as proposed by their Lordships. 

Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith.—(Sir William 
Walrond) ria _ ie - be — oe ina ‘ink 


SUPPLY [17TH ALLorrep Day]. Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


CivIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATEs, 1900-1901. 
Cuass II. 


1. Motion made and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£8,095, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Office of Her Majesty’s Secretary for Scotland and Subordinate 
Offices, including a Grant in Aid of the Congested Districts (Scotland) 
F un d,” . 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item E (Congested 
Districts Board) be reduced by £500.”—(Mr. Hedderwick.) 
797 Mr. Weir, Ross and Cromarty on : 809 
Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present 
797 (Captain Sinclair, Forfarshire). House counted, and forty Members being 
found present, 
198 DIscussION :— 
Mr. Weir ... 814 Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
798 Mr. Buchanan (A berdeen- (Stirling Burghs)  ... . 827 
shire, E.) 815 Mr. A. Graham Murray 831 
199 Dr. Clark (Caithness- shire) 818 Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire) ... 831 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 834 
Graham Murray uh Bute- 
300 shire) ... 822 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 67 ; Noes, 126. (Division List No. 183.) 
00 Original Question again proposed. 
Motion made, and Question put, “That Item E be reduced by £10.”— 
00 (Mr. Weir.) 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 59; Noes, 120. (Division List No. 184.) 
ait Question put, and agreed to. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£10, 649, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3Ist day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Fishery Board in Scotland and for Grants in Aid of Piers or Quays.” 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,549, be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Buchanan.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Kerry, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire)... 849 
: a on .. 845 Mr. Weir ‘ 850 
Mr. H. 8S. Foster (Suffolk, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 852 
Lowestoft) si 846 Mr. Souttar (Dumfriesshire) 856 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 848 Mr. Hedderwick eure wck Burg ghs) 857 
Mr. Wason (Clackmannan Capt. Sinclair 858 
" and Kinross) 848 
Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present 
(Major Jameson, Clare, W.}. House counted, and forty Members being 
found present, 
DISCUSSION :— 
Capt. Sinclair a ««, 961 Mr. A. Graham Murray 869 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ... 864 Sir Thomas Esmonde 877 
Major Jameson (Clare, W.) 867 Mr. Weir 877 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) 868 Mr. Buchanan ... 878 
Sir Mark Stuart aug’ 
brightshire) 869 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 40; Noes, 101. (Division List No. 185.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to.’ 
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3. £3,221, to complete the sum for Lunacy Commission, Scotland. 


4. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,743, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Department of the Registrar General of Births, etc., in Scotland.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Weir ... . 880 Mr. A. Graham Murray . §=6881 
Sir Chas. Cameron (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) ay .. 881 


Motion made, and Question put, “That a sum, not exceeding £2,693, 
be granted for the said Service.” —(Mr. Weir.) 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 34; Noes, 102. (Division List No. 186.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported. Ri 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£8,508, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Local Government Roard for Scotland, and for Expenses under the 
Vaccination Act, Infectious Disease Notification Act, Local Government Lo 
{Seotland) Act, 1889, Burg Police (Scotland) Act, Local Government 
(Scotland) Act, 1894, Public Health (Scotland) Act, Poor Law (Scotland) 
Act, and Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, 1875 to 1899.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum not exceeding 
£3,308 be granted for the said Service.” —(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Tr 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Weir ... ie soi, ee Mr. Cameron Corbett a 
Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk Tradeston) ... 889 
Burghs) ... sae ... 889 Mr. A. Graham Murray . 6 He 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 36; Noes, 103. (Division List No. 187.) So: 
Original Question again proposed. Ba 


Debate arising, and it being after midnight, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to tho House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next. Committee also report 
Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. Lo. 
Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS: MONDAY, 9TH JULY, 1900. 


Co 
OVAL ASSENT. , 

CommissioN—The following Bill received the Royal Assent :—Commonwealth 
of Australia Constitution... we me Bois a 5 ... 893 Gre 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Hai 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :—London (Clerkenwell and Holborn) Provisional Order ; 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10); London (Poplar) Pro- 
visional Siler’ Croydon Tramways and Improvements ; Newry, Keady, 
and Tynan Light Railway ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) ; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 9); Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) ; 
Perth and Paisley Gas Provisional Orders ; London County Tramways 
(No. 1) ; Scarborough Corporation. 

And also the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bill have not been complied with :—Plymouth, Stone- 
ae and Devonport Tramways. The same were ordered to lie on the 

able ons as — vis R aie be 


Plymouth, Stonehouse, and Devonport Tramways Bill—Examiner’s 
Certificate of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the 


Standing Orders Committee To-morrow 


Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water Bill—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the Bill, no parties having appeared in cpposition thereto ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 26th of 
June and Thursday last discharged ; and Bill committed ... ; ais 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Report from the 
Select Committee, That tte Committee had not proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. ‘I'he Orders made on the 26th of 
June and Thursday last discharged ; and Bill committed ... os pa 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [H.L.|—Reported from the 
Select Committee with Amendments, and committed to a committee of 
the whole House To-morrow ; and to be printed as amended. (No. 172.) 


Hastings Tramways Bill—The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill reported 
with Amendments _... va tds za ~~ a vr on 


South Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill—Reported with Amendments 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill ; London Unite’: Tramways Bill 
—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Earl of Gainsborough 
be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bills in the place of the Lord Calthorpe ; read, and agreed to 


London County Council (Money Bill)—Moved that the Order made on the 
12th day of March last, “That no Private Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shal! be read a second time after Tuesday the 26th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2¢ ; agreed to ; 
Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed a? aa iy 


Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited, Bill {H.L.}—Buenos Ayres and 
Rosario Railway Bill |[H.L.]—Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons ‘ aoe ; hs aie 8 nak a eae 


Great Eastern Railway Bill—Read 3*, with the Amendments; further 
Amendments made ; Bills passed, and returned to the Commons ... ie 


Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways Bill—St. Albans Water 
Bill—London and St. Katherine Docks and East and West India Dock 
Companies Bill—Read 3%, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned 


to the Commons gd or ed ve an ree 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Reported from the 
Select Committee without Amendment, and committed to a Committee of 


the whole House To-morrow . 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [H.L.]— Amendments 
reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow .. 


Gas Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill—Amendment Licpiuas pies to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS (IREL or Mase II. Civil Statistics for 
the year 1899 . me ~ one ive iis an 


PUBLIC tlliasawciin -first Annual pecan of the Pit testis uf the 
Public Records ‘ 


TRADE Reports—I. Annual Series :—No. 2471, Norway ; No. 2472, France 
(Algeria) ; No. 2473, Cuba. II. Miscellaneous Series :—No. 531, State 
encouragement to industry in Hungary ioe so ne — 


KisHERY BoARD FoR SCOTLAND—Reports on the state of the markets for 
Scottish cured herrings on the Continent and in the United States of 
America. Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie upon the Table ... 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND)—Accounts of the receipts and expendi- 
ture of the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland, for the year ended 
31st December, 1899 ; together with the —n of the wnganed and 
Auditor General thereon : 7 wii 


Post OFFIcE SAvincs BaNnks—Accounts presented of all deposits received and 
paid during the year ended 31st December, 1899, and of the sums 
received and paid by the National Debt Commission on account of the 
Fund for the Post Office Savings Banks in the same year. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie upon the Table a 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE STANDING CoMMITTEE—Report from, That 
the Committee have added the Earl of Hardwicke to the Standing 
Committee ; read, and ordered to lie upon the Table 


NEW BILL. 


County Courts (Ireland) Bill [u.1.]—A Bill to amend the law relating to 
county courts in Ireland—was presented by the Lord Ashbourne ; read [ss 


to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ on Thursday next. (No. 173) .. 





Diocesan Registration Bill [u.L.]}—House in Committee (according to 
Order). Amendments made; Bill re-committed to the Standing Com- 


mittee ; and to be printed as amended. (No. 174) 


IrtisH LAND LEGISLATION—Fry CoMMISSION REPORT. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Clonbrock ... 896 The Earl of Mayo 
The Lord Chancellor of Ire- Viscount Templetown 


land (Lord Ashbourne) ... 901 The Earl of Arran 
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Mitiraky MAN@uvres Bitt—Its EFFECT ON LANDOWNERS. 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Lichfield .- 914 The Earl of Kimberley .. 
The Secretury of State for The Chairman of Committees (The 
War (The Marquess a jarl of Morley) 
Lansdowne)... 918 


Members of Local Authorities Relief Bill [H.L.|—{Seconp Reapinc]— 
Order of Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(The Duke of 
Northumberland, ) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Earl Spencer 6s 925 The Duke of Northumberland 
The Lord Privy Seal ( Viscoun 
Cross)... .. 925 


On Question, sini to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Monday next. 


Cruelty to Wild Animals in Captivity Bill—[Seconp Reapine]—Order 
of the day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Lord James of 
Hereford.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Viscount Galway ... ie ORT The Lord Chancellor ae Earl a 
The Eari of Portsmouth ... 927 Halsbury) — .. 
The Earl of Mayo... ass | SSF Lord James of Her eford 
The Earl of Kimberley... 987 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the ‘whole House on Thursday next. 


DESECRATION IN YORKSHIRE CHURCHES. 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Lord Archbishop of The Earl of Halsbury 
York... iat iva’ NB Viscount Halifax 


Copyright Bill [.L.]}—{Commirrez]—Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee, read. 


Lord Monkswell 
House in Committee (according to Order). 
The Amendments proposed by the Select Committee made. 
Clauses 1 to 4 agreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 
Lord Burghelere 


Clause agreed to. 


Remaining clauses agreed to; Standing Committee negatived ; the 
Report of. Amendments to be received To-morrow. 
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Cremation Bill (u.L.]}—[{Tuirp Reapinc]—Order of the Day for the Third 
Reading read. 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(Lord Monkswell.) 
DISCUSSION :-— 
Lord Belper ee .. 934 ~ The Earl of Morleu 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 3* accordingly, and passed, and sent 
to the Commons. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes past Seven of the clock. 





COMMONS: MONDAY, 9TH JULY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED W!TH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the first Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Morley Corporation 
Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time “es 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the fol- 
lowing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been com- 
plied with, viz. :—-Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London) Bill [Lords], Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill ne 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow. 5 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the 
following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :— 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill. Ordered, That the 
Bill be read « second time To-morrow ‘pe ana sie 


PrivATE Brits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have not been complied with, viz. :—Work- 

‘ ington Railways and Docks Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the reed be 
referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders 


MivitaRy MAnc@uvres Bitt [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred under an Order 
of the House of the 5th day of this instant July, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have not been complied with, viz. :—Military 
Maneeuvres Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the hi be referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders 
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Mountain Ash Water Bill [Lords]|—Lords Amendments to Commons 
Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Latimer Road aa me varanted gpl Amendment considered, 
and agreed to . ‘ 


Hartlepool Gas and ‘canal bejculith a Amendments considered, and 
agreed to 


Cork Electric Tramways Biil | [Lads]—Read the third ~~ and i near 
with Amendments 


Coventry Corporation Bill—As amended, considered. A Clause added. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that 
the Bill be now read the third time. ag et Caldwell. aa Bill accordingly 
read the third time, and passed 


Donegal Railway Bill juts lianas amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time ih : ; 


Exmouth Urban District Water Bill 1 [Lords}—As. amended, considered ; 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time ; 


Falkirk Corporation _ anil As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time ; 


Fishguard and Rosslare Gitidin 4 and Harbours _ | [Laas] No 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


—— s Corporation Bill—As amended, considered. A Clause added. 
rdered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that 

ia Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) pagar? consent 
signified. Bill read the third time and passed ; : a 


Rhymney Railway Bill [Lords]}—As amended, considered ; an Amendment 
made ; Bill to be read the third time . ; ‘ if 


Hammond (G. H.) Company Bill [Lords]; London and San Francisco 
Bank Bill [Lords]; London, Walthamstow and Epping Forest Railway 
(Abandonment) Bill ; Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill {Lords 
North British Railway Bill [Lords] ; Salford Corporation Bill waa 
South Shields Corporation Bill (ori Withington Urban District 
Council Bill [Lords]—Read a second time, and committed a4 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill ; London (St. Luke) Provisional Order 
Bill ; London (Southwark) Provisional Order Bill—As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read third time To-morrow ... ee me me =e 


EDINBURGH (HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES) IMPROVEMENT SCHEME 
PROVISIONAL ORDER—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order made by the 
Secretary for Scotland under Part I. of the Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, 1890, relating to the City and Royal Burgh of Edinburgh, 
ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate and Mr. Anstruther. 
Ordered, That Standing Order 1934 be sama and that the Bill be 
read the first time. —(The. Lord Advocate) 


Edinburgh (Housing of the Working Classes) Lehrowennaath Scheme 
Provisional Order Bill—‘“ To confirm a Provisional Order made by the 
Secretary for Scotland under Part I. of The Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, 1890, relating to the City and Royal Burgh of Edinburgh,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 288]... 
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PAISLEY WATERWORKS PROVISIONAL ORDER—Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order under The Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, relating to Paisley 
Waterworks, ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate and Mr. 
Anstruther. Ordered, That Standing Order 193A be eg es and 
that the Bill be read the first time. —(The Lord Advocate) ... 


Paisley Waterworks Provisional Order Bill—“ To confirm a Provisional 
Order under The Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, relating to Paisley 
Waterworks,” presented accordingly, and read the first time; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be ‘printed. 
[Bill 289] es 


PRIVATE BILLs (Group J)-—Colonel GUNTER reported from the Committee on 
Group J of Private Bills, That Major Jameson, one of the Members of the 
said _ Nia was not present during the Sitting of the Committee 

this day. Ordered, that Major Jameson do attend the Committee on 

Group J of Private Bills upon Wednesday next, at half-past Eleven of 

the clock. Report to lie upon the Table. 


The Chairman of Committees (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, Penrith) 


Ordered, That the Proceedings of the Committee, this day, on Group J 
of Private Bills, be deemed to be, and be, valid nothwithstanding that a 
Member of the said Committee had failed to sign his Declaration in 
accordance with Standing Order 118.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means. ) 
Report to lie upon the Table.. ‘ > af ve 


Durham (County of) Electric Power ate Silh—Reported £ from the 
Select Committee on Electric Power Bills, with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed : 


South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Bill—Reported from the 
Select Committee on Electric Power Bills, with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed si ‘a i 


Lancashire Electric Power Bill—Reported from the Select Committee on 
Electric Power Bills, with Amendments ; Report to lie ‘nia the Table, 
and to be printed o ap _ ise ; shed és 


Electric Power Bills (Select Committee)—Sir ANDREW ScosLe reported 
from the Select Committee on Electric Power Bills, That at the meeting 
of the Committee this day a letter was received from Sir James Kitson, 
one of the Members of the said Committee, stating that he was unable on 
account of urgent business to attend the Committee this day ; Report to 
lie upon the Table sty we - 


Sir ANDREW SCOBLE reported from the Select Committee on Electric 
Power Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, the Committee had 
adjourned till ‘Thursday at Three of the clock ; ern to lie stnsighi the 
Table 


Hemel Hempstead Corporation (Water) Bill [Lords|—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... 


North Metropolitan Electric Power Supply _ ee ted, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table 


PrivaTE Bitts (Group D)—Mr. ALEXANDER HARGREAVES Brown reported 
from the Committee on Group D of Private Bills, That Mr. Murnaghan, 
one of the Members of the said Committee, was not present during the 
sitting of the Committee this day. Report to lie upon the Table 
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MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed—to Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to—Wirral Railway Bills [Lords], 
East Stirlingshire Water Bill [Lords], Lincoln Corporation (Tramways) 
Bill [Lords], ; Sheffield District Railway Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act for authorising the 
Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited, to borrow further moneys and to 
make provision in reference thereto ; and for other purposes.” Costa Rica 
Railway Company, Limited, Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to amend and extend the Memo- 
randum of Association of the Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway Company, 
Limited, with reference to the acquisition of railways; and for other 
purposes.” Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway Bill [Lords] 


Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited, Bill [Lords]—Buenos Ayres and 
Rosario Railway Bill [ > s]|—Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Pitions for Private Bills ie ss 


PETITIONS. 


Education (Scotland) — from North Berwick, against ; to lie 
upon the Table : is ms - . at 


Factories and al _ —Petition from Roc hae for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table . ‘ ‘ ses = ‘ i 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill-—Petitions in favour, 
from Albororgh; Leamington ; Guildford; Guisborough ; Southend-on- 
Sea (eight); Grays; Thurrock ; Newcastle-i in-E mlyn ; and Bermondsey ; 
to lie upon the Table ... . be e bs ibe 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Cornwath; Monifieth; Fraserburgh ; Fearn ; Longforgan ; 
Duffus ; Paisley ; Mortlock ; and Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table 


Sunday 7 (Monmouthshire) Bill-—Petitions in favour, from Grays ; 
Thurrock ; Southend-on-Sea ; Leamington tis and Alborough ; to lie 
upon the Table Se ee ste ; 08 oh ond 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PusLic Recorps—Copy presented, of Sixty-first Annual mer of the eee 
Keeper [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ee 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL Statistics (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Criminal 
and Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the year 1899. Part II. Civil 
Statistics [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘ a we 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND)—Copy presented, of Reports on the State of the 
Markets for Scottish-cured Herrings on the Continent and in the United 
States of America [by Command]; to lie upon the Table . . aa 


Post Orrice Savincs Banks—Accounts presented, of all Deposits received 
and paid during the year ended 31st December, 1899, and of the Sums 
received and paid by the National Debt Commissioners on account of the 
Fund for the Post Office Saving Banks in the same year [by me to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 262]... 
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TraDE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented, of Diplomatic “oe 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2471 to 2473 dick ume rk 
lie upon the Table ‘ 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES)—Copy presented, of ee 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 531 [by Command] ; 
lie upon the Table a ies we sy ‘a a 


East INDIA (INOCULATION AGAINST CHOLERA AND TypHoiD)—Return pre- 
sented, relative thereto [Address 29th June ; Sir Charles Cameron] ; to lie 
upon the Table ot nae vi spe ~ je ace 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HousE-—Intermediate 
Education (Ireland)—Account of Receipts and Expenditure for 1899, 
with the Report of the ates and Auditor General thereon [by meng 
to be printed. [No. 263]... ; 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill—Copy ordered, “of Memo- 
randum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill.”— 
(Mr. Ritchie.) Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Tadle, and 
to be printed. [No. 264] i = Re ae ve ih 


QUESTIONS. 


CutnA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—CO-OPERATION OF JAPAN IN SUPPRESSING 
DisTURBANCES—Questions, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall), 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), Mr. MacLean (Cardiff), and Mr. Dillon 
(Mayo E.); Answers, The Under- rT of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 7 Bs 


British NAVAL AND MILITARY REINFORCEMENTS FOR CHINA—Question, Mr. 
Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


SUPPLEMENTRY EstTIMATE—Question, Mr. Dalziel ; Answer, The First Lord of 
the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, EB) .. 


Latest NEws FRoM CHINA—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman agian 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ” ive 5 ; , 


War MATERIAL SUPPLIED TO CHINA FROM ENGLAND AND GERMANY—Questions, 
Col. Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton), Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.), and Mr. 
Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, The Under-Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ae a ake i se 


Sunpay PuBLICATION OF DESPATCHES AT Post OFFICES — Question, Col. 
Milward(Warwickshire, Stratford- ‘upon- -Avon); Answer, The First Lord 
of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) ... ne 


NAVAL OFFICERS QUALIFIED AS INTERPRETERS—Question, Sir J. Colomb 
(Great Yarmouth); Answer, Mr. Goschen ... a a ‘as Ss 


Soutu AFRICAN WaAr—Srr W. BUTLER AND Sir A. MILNER—-PUBLICATION 
oF DESPATCHES—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... Lie. ~ cae *y oP 4 as 


X00DEVAL ENGAGEMENT—-CAPTURE OF THE DERBYSHIRES—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ed saa sank 
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MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS AT THE FRONT — Stk WALTER FostTer’s Suc- 
GESTIONS—Question, Sir James Kitson (Yorkshire, W.R., Colne iad ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... Hee oe 


NaTAL_ CORRESPONDENCE ON CENSORSHIP — Question, os Sinclair 
(Forfarshire) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... su re 


MartIAL Law—Co.esBerG CasEs—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies pai J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) _ ... , > ‘ ‘ ; 


BritisH PRISONERS RELEASED AND STILL Caprive—Question, Mr. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty); Answer, Mr. Wyndham vis : 


Care ATTORNEY GENERAL AND Sir A. MILNER — si tapets Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. J. Chamberlain x 


ANNEXATION OF THE TRANSVAAL IN 1877—-CLAIMS UNDER SiR THEOPHILUS 
SHEPSTONE’S PROCLAMATION—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree 
(Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain Las dia 


TREATMENT OF DISCHARGED SOLDIERS—CaASE OF PRIVATE WEIR—Questions, 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny), Mr. Swift MacNeill, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.), Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.), and Capt. 
Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham si ve ae 


BorER EXPEDITION 1884-5—MEDALS 
(Bath) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 





Question, Col. Wyndham Murray 


VOLUNTEER Deputy ASSISTANT ADJULANT GENERAL Bh 09 Mr. Lees 
Knowles (Salford, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a = 


ARMY CONTRACTORS AND MILITIA AND tage NTEER CONTRACTS—Questions, 
Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury), Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet), 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.), and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell- Williams, Birmingham, §.) ... 


NavAL TRAINING SHips—THE Scottish Coast—Question, Mr. Hedderwick 
(Wick Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen ss - 

NAVAL Courts-MARTIAL—Question, Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrew sbury) Answer, 
Mr. Goschen wee a He ane Me ; 


LINOLEUM FOR THE NAvy—Question, Mr. Dalziel; Answer, The Secretary 
to the Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, N.) ‘ 


Paris EXHIBITION- -BriTIsH SECTION-—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick dee te se ree wer “ ‘ 


GAMBLING IN FUTURES IN GRAIN—Question, Mr. Vield (Dublin, St. Pacrick) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


THE Scarcity or Sprats—Questions, Mr. Gibson es Mr. James Lowther, 
and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answers, Mr. Ritchie . 


Tue Truck Act—PosITION oF FEMALE WorKERS—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, The Secretary of State 
for the Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) 


VOL. LXXXV._ [FourtH SERIEs.] ft 
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PROSECUTION BY Factory INSPECTORS IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. T. D. 
Sullivan (Donegal, W.); Answer, Sir M. White Ridley ; 


Law Courts — Proposep New BviLpINGs — Question, Lord Balcarres 
(Lancashire, Chorley) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. 
Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine) ee aod. > | Bay ae 


HicH Wycomse Post OFrricE—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) , 


IrisH LANGUAGE IN IrisH NATIONAL ScHooLsS—Questions, Sir Thomas 
Esmonde (Kerry, W.), Mr. Flavin, and Mr. Flynn; Answers, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Dustin NatTionAL Mus—EUM—THE Miss TIERNAN—Question, Sir Thomas 
Esmonde ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour “aa nie she nn 


Irish LocaL GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS—SALARIES—Questions, Sir Thomas 
— Mr. — Mr. Flavin, and Mr. Dillon ; dues ane Mr. G. W. 
Balfour... : Pr : ; 


Irish LocaAL GOVERNMENT BopDIES—PROSECUTION FOR VOTING WHEN Dis- 
QUALIFIED — Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... : 


Downpatrick DisTURBANCES—Questions, Mr. William Johnston _— sis 
and Mr. T. D. Sullivan ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


Roya. Irish CoNsTABULARY REGULATIONS—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Mona- 
ghan, N.); Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ~~ ok = ane 


REPAIR OF IRISH caidas — Donelan ; Answer, Mr. G. W. 
Balfour.. : ée isk : es Sen ; 


CoNnGESTED Districts IN KeERRY—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, Mr. G. W. 
Balfour... yo sed * et ae sand 


BeLFast WATER SuppLy—Question, Mr. Macaleese ; Answer, Mr. G. W. 
Balfour... re dl Sess _ iis 


MONAGHAN Petty SESSIONS APPEALS—Question, Mr. Macaleese; Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour , = oP ce se 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Sir H. Campbell Bannerman, Mr. Dillon, 
and Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ' ss 5 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


NATAL CoRRESPONDENCE—Address for “a Return of Correspondence, recently 
published in the Natal Witness, containing minutes from the Prime 
Minister and Governor of Natal and Generals Buller and Murray, 
respecting the Censorship in that Colony of Letters and Telegrams.”— 
(Captain Sinclair) ; pe pi vs - 


New Writ—For the County of Wilts (Southern or Wilton Division), in the 
room of the Hon. Jacob Pleydell-Bouverie, commonly called Viscount 
Folkestone, now Earl of Radnor, called up to the House of Peers.—(Sir 
William Walrond) ive ine te yee ae ooo eve ove 
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ROYAL ASSENT. 


9 
Message to attend'the Lords Commissioners. The House went ; and, 
being returned, Mr. SPEAKER reported the — Assent to—Common- 
wealth of Australia Constitution Act, 1900.. 26s ati <p ««s/ 970 
‘es Diocesan Records Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 290) Ee ‘ -- | 970 
60 MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—Burial Grounds 
Bill ; District Councillors and Guardians (Term of Office) Bill, without 
Amendment... i. ars “ns we ies iv fh ... 970 
61 County anp District Surveyors [WEXxFoRD)—ACTION oF IRISH LocaL 
GOVERNMENT BoARD—[Motion for Adjournment. 
62 Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House do now 
adjourn.” —(Sir Thomas Esmonde.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
62 Mr. James O’Connor (Wick- Mr. T. P. O'Connor aa 
5 low, W.) . 980 Scotland) ai 985 
The Chief Secretary ‘for Ire- Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N. ‘ee 986 
64 land (Mr. G. WW. an, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 
Leeds, Central) . 981 S. 987 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, EB.) wo S62 Mr. Power (Waterford, B.) in. 988 
65 Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) — ... 984 
Question put. 
66 The House divided :—Ayes, 114 ; Noes, 199. (Division List No. 188.) 
SITTINGS OF THE HousE (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER)—Motion 
66 made, and Question put, “ That the Proceedings on the Tithe Rent-charge 


(Ireland) Bill, if under discussion at Twelve o’clock this night, be not 
interrupted under the Standing Order, Sittings of the House.”—(Mr. 


166 hatfowr.) 
The House divided :—Ayes, 200 ; Noes, 122. (Division List No. 189.) 


67 Tithe Rent-Charge (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowTHerR (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


168 
Clause 3 :— 
68 Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 28, after the word ‘hereditaments, to insert the words 
‘in respect of which judicial rents have been fixed.’ ”—(Mr. Dillon.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be here inserted.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Chief Secretary for Ivre- Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) 998 
land (Mr. G. 7. Balfour, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ... ..- 1000 
Leeds, Central) .. - 996 Mr. T. P. O'Connor aN 237 
969 Mr. Edmund Robertson Scotland)... 
(Dundee) ws ws OF Serjeant Hemphill (Ly yr ‘one, N.) 1004 
Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.) -- 1005 
Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 
970 The Committee divided :—Ayes, 179 ; Noes, 106. (Division List No. 


190.) 
f2 
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Question put accordingly. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 105 ; Noes, 177. (Division List No. 
191.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 2, line 36, to leave out Sub-section 2.”—(M7. Dillon.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Flynn... sh w+ 1015 Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow, WV.) 1018 
Serjeant Hemphill ... ... 1016 Mr. T. P.OConnor ... ..- 1018 
Mr. G. W. Balfour «. 5017 Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) — ... 1021 
Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present (Dr. 
Tanner, Cork County, Mid). House counted, and, forty Members being 
found present, 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) 1021 Mr. Flynn pee aa .-» 1022 
Mr. James O’ Connor .-. 1022 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :— Ayes, 139; Noes, 76. (Division List No. 192.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 5, at the end of the clause, to add the words, ‘ Provided 
always that owners of lay impropriate tithe rent-charge may elect to have the 
tithe payable to them varied according to the provisions of the present law.’” — 
(Mr. Dillon.) 
Question proposed, “That those words be there added.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. G. W. Balfour ... 1027 Serjeant Hemphill ... 1033 
Mr. Swift MacNeill Re | | Mr. T. P. O'Connor ... 1035 
Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, Mr. Dillon . 1039 
Taunceston) ... ... 1028 
The Attorney General for 
Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, 
Londonderry, N.) 6 4031 
Question put. 
The Committee divided:—Ayes, 109; Noes, 195. (Division List No. 193.) 
Mr. G. W. BAaLrour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question ‘That Clause 3 stand part of the Bill’ be now put ” 
Question put, “That the Question ‘That Clause 3 stand part of the 
Bill’ be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 197; Noes, 101. (Division List 
No. 194.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That Clause 3 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 201; Noes, 102. (Division List No. 
195.) 
Clause 4 :— 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Edmund Robertson ... 1051 Mr. Dillon eee nee oss LODE 
Mr. Atkinson be .. 1051 Serjeant Hemphill . 1052 
Mr. Caldwell se .. 1051 Mr. Moulton . 1052 


(Clause agreed to, 





wewere 
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Clause 5 :— 
Question proposed, ‘“‘ That Clause 5 stand part of the Bill. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Dillon... ah ... 1054 Mr. T. P. O'Connor... ... 1054 
Mr. Atkinson ai .- 1054 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175 ; Noes, 77. (Division List No. 196.) 
Clause 6 :— 
Question proposed, “ That Clause 6 stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Dilion i cnt SOD. Mr. Atkinson... nA ax: LOST 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 7 :— 
Question proposed, “ That Clause 7 stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Dillon ae .-- 1058 Mr. Dillon a des --» 1059 
Mr, Atkinson aa ... 1058 Mr. Swift MacNeill... ..- 1060 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 163 ;.Noes, 72. (Division List No. 197.) 
Clauses 8, 9, and 10 agreed to. 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, BE.) ... 1061 


New clause— 


“After the passing of this Act, when the Land Commission order the 
redemption of tithe rent-charge in pursuance of Section 15 of The Land Law 
(Ireland) Act, 1887, the price fixed shall not be less than twenty-five years’ 
purchase.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 


—brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the clause be read a 
second time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. G. W. Balfour ... 1065 Mr. T. P. O'Connor _.... ... 1066 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ... 1065 Mr. Dillon sia Ss ... 1068 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 64 ; Noes, 147. (Division List No. 198.) 
Schedule agreed to. 


Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report the Bill without 
Amendment to the House.” 


DISCUSSION :-— 
Mr. Dillon ss .- 1071 Mr. Flynn sh a ... 1072 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ... 1071 Mr, T. P.OConnor .... ... 1072 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 132 ; Noes, 49. (Division List No. 199.) 
Bill to be read the third time upon Thursday. 
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Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill, changed from 
“Coal Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill’ *_TLords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to AA * 


Tramways (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill—Read a second time, and 
committed for Thursday a 


LORDS : TUESDAY, 10TH JULY, 1900. 


(OYAL ASSENT. 


CommissioN—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :—1, County 
Surveyors (Ireland) ; 2, Naval Reserve (Mobilisation) ; 3, County Councils 
(Elections) Act (1891) Amendment; 4, Colonial Solicitors; 5, Burial 
Grounds ; 6, District Councillors and Guardians (Term of Office) ; 
7, Metropolitan Common Scheme (Petersham) Provisional Order ; 8, Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1); 9, Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 2); 10, Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 2); 11, Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) ; 
12, Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4); 13, Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Gas); 14, Leith Burgh Provisional Order ; 15, Gas and 
Water Orders Confirmation; 16, Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Brighton and Preston United Districts, &c.); 17, Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) ; 18, Great Berkhampstead Water ; 
19, Motherwell Water; 20, Morecambe Urban District Council (Gas) ; 
21, Birmingham (King “Edward the Sixth) Schools ; 22, Ossett Corpora- 
tion Gas; 23, Southport Extension and Tramways; 24, Stockport 
Corporation Tramways; 25, Mersey Docks and Harbour Board; 26, 
Paignton Urban District Water ; 27, Brewery and Commercial Invest- 
ment Trust, Limited; 28, Bristol Water; 29, Commercial Union 
Assurance Company; 30, Milford Docks; 31, Birmingham Corporation 
(Stock) ; 32, Scottish American Investment Company, Limited; 33, 
Bedford Gas ; 34, Neath Harbour ; 35, Taff Vale Railway ; 36, Hoylake 
and West Kirby Improvement; 37, Wakefield Corporation Market ; 
38, British Gas Light Company (Staffordshire Potteries); 39, Glasgow 
and South-Western Railway ; 40, South-Eastern Railway ; 41, Hamilton 
Burgh ; 42, North Warwickshire Water ; 43, Widnes and Runcorn Bridge ; 
44, Lincoln Corporation (Tramways); 45, City of London Electric 
Lighting ; 46, Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway; 47, Woodbridge 
District Water; 48, Wirral Railway ; ” Sheffield District Railway ; ; 
50, East Stirlingshire Water . ; ‘ i ibs ee ‘a 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
complied with :-—Taunton Cor poration. The same was ordered to lie on 
the Table 


STANDING ORDERS CoMMITTEE—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Plymouth, Stonehouse, and Dev onport 
Tramways Bill ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to 
proceed, provided that proof be given before the Examiners that the 
transfer provided for by Clause 35 of the scheduled agreement has been 
approved of by a meeting of the company held in accordance with 
Standing Order 64. 
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That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the 
Tottenham Urban District Council Bill ought to be dispensed with, and 
Bill allowed to proceed. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Bray and 
Enniskerry Railway Bill ought not to be dispensed with, but that the Bill 
may be allowed to proceed subject to Railway No. 1 being struck out of 
the Bill. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the London 
County Tramways (No. 1) Bill ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided that the powers to construct Tramways No. 

7, No. 13, No. 6 (Vauxhall and Camberwell Tramway), and one chain 
double line of Tramway No. 8 (Blackfriars and Kennington Tramway), 
be struck out of the Bill. Read, and agreed to... a ; ... 1078 


Mid-Kent Water Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That the Com- 
mittee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
The Orders made on the 26th of June and Friday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed ise baie is . <i a tip “a 


Portland Urban District Gas Bill—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. The Orders made on the 26th of June and Friday last 


1079 


discharged ; and Bill committed __... es he se _ ... L079 
Fraser Settled Chatteis Bill [u.L.|—Reported with Amendments ... ... 1079 
Bournemouth Corporation Bill [.L.|—Reported with Amendments .-. 1079 


Belfast and County Down Railway Bill—Reported with an Amendment 1079 


Huddersfield Corporation Tramways Bill-—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of 
the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 26th of June and 
Thursday last discharged ; and Bill committed —... and ies -- 1079 


Halifax Corporation Bill; Blackpool, St. Anne’s, and Lytham Tramways 
Bill ; Metropolitan District Railway Bill—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Viscount Frankfort de Montmorency be proposed to 
the House as a Member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Lord Monckton (V. Gulway) ; read, and agreed to... ... 1080 


Bray Urban District Council Bill—Moved, that the Order made on the 
12th day of March last, “That no Private Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday the 26th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 2%; agreed to. 
Bill read 2 accordingly, and committed for Thursday next sods .-- 1080 


Roe’s Patent Bill [1...|—Read 3¢, and passed, and sent to the Commons ... 1080 


North Metropolitan Railway and Canal Bill ; Lee Conservancy Bill— 
Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons > Shs i ie ee ahs oe et ... 1080 

Alexandra Park Bill; Coventry Corporation Bill; Hastings Corporation 
Bill; Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1“; and referred to the Examiners he . 1080 
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Hartlepool Gas and Water young from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to 


Latimer Road and Acton Railway Bill—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendment agreed to + bes ate s 


Mountain Ash Water Bill (1.1. j-Retumed ty from the Commons with the 
Amendments made by the Lords to the Amendments made by the 
Commons agreed to 


Cork Electric Tramways Bill ae L. | 
to, with Amendments... 





Returned from the Commons agreed 


London United Tramways Bill—Message to the Commons for leave for 
Thomas Skewes-Cox, Esquire (a member), to attend the Select Committee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill (No. 177); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill (No. 178)—Brought from 
the Commons ; read 1*; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners ... 


Electric Lighting Provisional a = ° ees to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill—Committed. The 


Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Committed to a Committee of the whole 
House ... ' 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [1.L.]—House in Committee 
(according to Oder). The Amendments proposed by the Select Committee 
made ; further amendments made ; Standing Committee sige ed. The 
Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next . 


mways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [H.L.]—Read 3* (according 
to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons a abe = 


Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill—Read 3° (according to Order), with 
the Amendment, and passed, and returned to the Commons ‘i 


London County Council (Spitalfields Market) Bill—Moved, “That the 
Bill be recommitted.—(The Lord Monkswell.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Earl of Erne ... ... 1090 Lord Monkswell 
The Chairman of Committees 
(The Earl of Morley) ... 1092 
Motion (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill — Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill—Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill. 


The Secretary for Scotland The Earl of Morley 
(Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 1094 


Moved, That the Order of the 12th March last, ‘That no Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Tuesday, the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bills be now read 2°; agreed to ; and Bills read 2" 
accordingly. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


War Retier Funps Commirrre—Minutes of evidence given before the War 
‘Relief Funds Committee ; with appendices to the Report of the Committee, 
and an index; Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


FoREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890, AND MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894— 


Order in Council of 29th June, 1900, entitled “The Aaa Maritime 
Order in Council, 1900” —.. : 


MERCHANT SHIPPING AcT, 1894—Order in Council of 29th ae 1900, 
authorising certain pilot signals : 


PrtotaGE—Abstract of Returns relating to Pilots and Pilotage in the United 
Kingdom (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. ° 242, of Session 
1899) (as furnished by the various — a cesineaiicn for the siete 
ended 31st December, 1899 ... : : 


Civit List PENsions—List of all Pensions during the year ended 20th June, 
1900, and charged upon the Civil List. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ign 1a ae as 


Pook LAW ADMINISTRATION (IRELAND)—Return respecting. Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Order of the 8th of sii last), and to be ea 8 
(No. 176) wis se ; : . 


Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Pn from 


the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Colonial Stock Bill [1.L.]—Reported from the Standing Committee with- 
out amendment, and to be read 3¢ on Thursday next ve 


Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill—Reported from the Standing 
Committee with Amendments. The Report thereof to be received on 


Thursday next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 175) .. 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill ; Imitation of County Court 
Process Bill [H.L.]—Reported from the Standing Committee without 
amendment, and to be read 3‘ on Thursday next ... i ats on 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension Bill—Reported from 
the Standing Committee without further amendment. The Report of the 
Amendment made in Committee of the whole House to be received on 
Friday next “ sat 


Charitable Loans (Ireland) Bill—{Srconp Reapinc|—Order of the day 
for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Civancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) 
Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Thursday next. 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—[{Seconp REapinc}]—Order of the Day 
for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh ... 


Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Friday, the 20th instant. 


Lunacy Regulation (Ireland) Bill [H.L.]—Read 3° (according to ose: 


Amendments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Conmons 
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Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill— 
House in Committee (according to Order); Amendments made; Bill 
recommitted to the Standing Committee, and to be printed as amended, 

(No. 179) = e* a ae sien pes oes rae . 1098 


Copyright Bill [1.L.} -Amendments esa eo to ae and Bill 
to be read 3* on ‘Thursday next bei ae . 1098 


Land pees steal seamed Bill—Read 3* acoring to ii and 
passed . . 1098 


RIFLE RANGES—Applications for Grants. 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Dartmouth ... as ..- 1098 
The Secretary of State for War (The: Marquess of Lansdow ne) ns ..- 1100 


House adjourned at half-past Five of the clock. 


COMMONS: TUESDAY, 10TH Juty, 1900. 
ROYAL ASSENT. 


Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. The House went ; and, 
being returned, Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent to a number 
of Bills (see page 1077) set =F We ves axe det ~ £103 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE Brits [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Sta nding Orders not previously inquire d into, and 
which are applicab le thereto, have not been complied with, viz. :—Crystal 
Palace Company Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Report be referred to 


the Select Commitice on Standing Orders ws hs a. v5 E105 
Reading Corporation (Tramways) Bill—Wolv enc a on Gas Bill—Lords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to we : ‘ vos 11S 
Vale of Rheidol — mand mansdnetiaud Amendment considered, and 
agreed to : « 1108 
Edinburgh District Lunacy Board 2 Bill U [Loni jad the third time and 
passed, with Amendments... . 1103 


Alexandra Park Bill—As amended, considered. Ordered, That Standing 
Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the third 
time.—(Mr. Caldwell). Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed ,. 1103 


Great Southern and Western Railway Bill [Lords|—As amended, con- 
sidered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time ey ... 1103 


South Staffordshire palais Bill — ene amended, considered ; to 
be read the third time ‘ oe “ ... 1103 


Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill—As amended, considered. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time. iat scsi aagae Bill accordingly read 
the third time, and passed... ss Le? ..- 1103 
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Glasgow District seceaaevtanid = {Lords]—Read a second time, and 
committed ... ese : eve eve ree eee eee ove 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill ; London (St. Luke) Provisional Order 
Bill ; London scene Provisional Order Bill. Read the third time, 
and passed sy ai ~~ sa “i 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[Lords]—Read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the Bill be committed to a 
Select Committee.”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Debate arising, and objection being taken to further proceeding, the 
debate stood adjourned. Debate to be resumed upon Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [Lords]; Tramways 
Orders Confirmation oie 1) Bill fLons|—tead a second time, and 
committed ‘ a f “ab as sie n 


STANDING ORDERS—Resolutions reported from the Committee :—1l. “ That, in 
the case of the Caledonian Railway Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 


“That, in the case of the South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and 
beni Railways Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided 
that Clause 49 be struck out of the Bill:—That the Committee on the 
3ill do report how far such Order has been complied with.” Resolutions 
agreed to 





South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill 
{Lords|—Report [this day | from the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders read. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time.- _(Mr. 
Caldwell) : ” mS os 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—London United Tramways Bill—That they do 
request that this House will be pleased to give leave to Thomas Skewes- 
Cox, esquire, a Member of this House, to “attend in order to his being 
examined as a witness before the Select Committee appointed by their 
Lordships on the London United Tramways Bill. 


Lords Message requesting the attendance of Mr. Thomas Skewes-Cox 
considered. 

And Mr. Thomas Skewes-Cox, in his place, having consented :—Leave 
given. 

That they have agreed to—Great Eastern Railway Bill ; Hamilton, 
Motherwell, and W ishaw Tramw ays Bill; St. Albans Water Bill; London 
and St. Katherine Docks and East and West India Dock Companies Bill, 
with Amendments. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act for rendering valid 
certain letters patent granted to John Pearce Roe for an invention for 
improvements in apparatus for shipping or transferring coal and other 
materials.” Roe’s Patent Bill [Lords] 


Roe’s Patent Bill [Lords]—Read the first as) and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ne Le 
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PETITIONS. 


Factories and Workshops Bill—Petition from —, ies -Hull, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table a 


Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation praliiwiemenm from Kingston 
upon-Hull, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Stony Stratford ; Hornsey ; and Norwieh ; to lie upon the Table’ 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Rettord ; Worksop ; and Norwich; to lie upon the Table. 
Petition from Vale of Lev en, against ; to lie upon ‘the Table 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill — Petitions in favour, from 
Darsham ; Retford ; Norwich ; and Louth ; to lie upon the Table ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
FOREIGN JURISDICTION Act, 1890, AND MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894— 


Copy presented, of Order in Council, of the 29th June, 1900, entitled The 
Cyprus Maritime Order in Council, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


MERCHANT SHippinG Act, 1894—Copy presented, of Order in Council, of 
29th June, 1900, authorising ¢ certain Pilot a [by ~ to lie upon 
the Table ; ‘és se 


PILoTAGE—Copy presented, of Abstract of Returns, relating to Pilots and 
Pilotage in the United K ngdom (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 242, of Session 1900) as furnished in the various Pilotage Authorities 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 265] ; 


War Retier Funps Commitree—Copy presented, of Minutes of Evidence 
given before the Committee, with Appendices, the Report of the Com- 
mittee, and an Index [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Civit List PeNstions—Copy presented, of List of all Pensions granted during 
the year ended 20th June, 1900, and charged upon the Civil List [by wis 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 266] _ 


ARMY VOLUNTEERS—Copy presented, of Proposed Regulations under the 
Volunteers Bill now betore Parliament as to special engagements by 
members of Volunteer Corps [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—CO-OPERATION OF JAPAN IN SUPPRESSING 
DISTURBANCES—Questions, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall), 
Mr. Maclean (Cardiff), Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs), and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, The Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ; 


PosITION AT PEKING—SiR CLAUDE MACDONALD’s DESPATCHES— Question, 
Sir J. Colomb (Great Yarmouth); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘oe 


NAVAL GUARD AT THE PEKING LEGATION—Question, Sir J. Colomb ; Answer, 


The First Lord of the taeiree el) (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, "Hanover 
: ‘ i 1 


Square) 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—HoOsPITAL aND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS—COMMITTEE 
OF INQUIRY—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill and Mr. Burdett-Coutts ; 
Answers, The First Lord of the opm’ ie A. J. Series Man- 
chester, E) 
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Kf PROMOTIONS FOR NAVAL OFFICERS SERVING IN SOUTH AFRICA—Question, 
Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett ; Answer, Mr. Goschen ... ave its ar 
105 STORES BORROWED BY THE ARMY FROM THE NAvy—Question, Mr. Edmund 
: Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... ph “ss aca SEES 
105 SHORNCLIFFE CAMP — HosPITAL ARRANGEMENTS — DEATH OF SERGEANT 
r WILMSHURST—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, W )5 Answer, 
The Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) . . lll 
NAVAL MANGUVRES OF 1899—WaATER TUBE ree Mr. Gibson 
Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen ay ‘ as eve /M1A2 
106 Pay OF ENGINEERS OF THE FLE Sir Fortescue Flannery (York- 
shire, W.R., Shipley) ; Answer, The "Sotretary to the bap: ss 
Macartney, Antrim, 8.) ” 1112 
ai InDIA—HONNIBAL SHOOTING CAsE—Question, sai Donelan (Cork, E.) ; 
ei er, The Secretar y of State for India veubaie G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
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INDIAN FreELp BATTreERtES—Question, Sir Charles Dilke iisasaiiiadia 
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PactFIC ISLANDS—INCORPORATION OF CERTAIN GROUPS WITH NEW ZEALAND 
—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain... 1114 


Morocco—ANGLO-FRENCH ARRANGEMENTS — Question, Mr. Hedderwick ; 
106 Answer, Mr. Brodrick me ‘ia sts re aS) oe ws DEES 


COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH GERMANY—POSITION OF CANADA—Question, 
General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 1115 


106 , , : . 
LIGHTHOUSE COMMUNICATION—-WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY—Question, Sir R. 


Penrose-Fitzgerald (Cambridge) ; Answer, The President of the Board of 
Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) sa one ons ve ae io: Ae 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY SOCIETIES BILL—Question, Mr. Gibson 
Bowles ; Answer, The Chancellor of the ee eat M. Hicks-Beach, 
Bristol, W.)... Sas < SERS 


Court oF CriMINAL APPEAL —JUDGES ON JURY VERDICTS—Question, Mr. 
Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, 8.W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for 
the Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) ... 1118 
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HistoricAL MANUSCRIPTS COMMISSION—HARDWICKE PAPERS—Question, Sir 
Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to 
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Johnson-Ferguson (Leicestershire, Loughborough); Answer, Mr. Ritchie 1121 
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Mid) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 1121 
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Answer, Mr. Hanbury 1122 
Irn1isH MEDICAL OFFICERS OF HEALTH Question, Mr. Hogan ; Answer, The 

Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central)... cos A 
LICENSING CONVICTIONS AT ee ee Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; 

Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour, ... me v- is ee 8 oss 2138 
Rockcorry Spirit LicENCE CASE Pecan Mr. Macaleese ac N. 3 

Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... bs : ave . 1124 
Locomotives ON IrisH PusLic RoApS—Question, Mr. Macaleese ; Answer, 

Mr. G. W. Balfour _... be _ sion ds des sth .-» 1126 


FIsHERY REPRESENTATION ON THE [RISH AGRICULTURAL BoArp — Question, 
Mr. Seton-Karr (Lancashire, St. Helens); Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... 1125 


ARKLOW FISHERMEN AND DrRiIFI-NET FISHING — Question, Mr. James 
O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour... Shs as Te 


InisH Loca GovERNMENT Boarp AnD IrisH County Cou sxci.s—Question, 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... woo 1136 


InisH NEWSPAPERS IN THE BriTISH MUSEUM — Question, Sir Thomas 
Esmonde, Mr. Flavin, and Mr. Swift NacNull; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


— 
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BUSINESS OF THE HovusE—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson, Sir Charles 
Dilke, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire), and Mr. Dillon; Answers, Mr. 
Goschen and Mr. A. J. Balfour aaa Se 3 Gf oe + ee 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill—Reported from 
the Standing Committee on Law, etc., with Amendments. Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 267.] Minutes of Proceedings 
of the Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 267.| Bill, as amended 
(in the Standing Committee), to be considered on Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 291 | ~ as a No es 3 ape oso ETF 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have passed a Bill intituled “An Act 
for the regulation of the burning of human remains, and to enable burial 
authorities to establish crematoria.” Cremation Bill [Lords] __ ... oes: SE 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, E anil 
Question proposed, That, until the Jo icvea of the hae cada of the 
Companies Bill, the Standing Committee on Trade, etc., have leave to sit 
every day during the sitting, and notwithstanding the adjournment of the 
House.” —(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“ After the words ‘ every day,’ to insert the words ‘on Monday and Friday 
until half-past Three o’clock.’ ”—(Mr. Galloway.) 





9 Question proposed, “That the words ‘every day’ stand part of the 
uestion.” 
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pe DISCUSSION :— 
. Mr. Brodie Hoare (Hamp- Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 1134 
stead) ... yen .-- 1130 Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) ... .. 1134 
29 The President of the Board Mr. Marks (Tower Hamlets, 
of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Stepney) dad ie ee 1135 
Croydon)... inn .. 1131 Mr. Arthur O'Connor (Done- 
23 Sir Alfred Hickman (Wolver- gal, E.) Fis eat ive LEGO 
hampton, W.) ... ee | Mr. Ritchie... = e-- 1137 
Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, Mr. Elliot (Durham) _... eos FIT 
24 8.) aah “irs ... 1132 Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Camlachie) ... of 7 
regis)... ae ... 1132 Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ... 1137 
- Sir Henry Fowler (Wolver- 
” hampton, EB.) ... .-- 1132 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
25 
Amendment proposed— 
: “To leave out from the word ‘sit, to the end of the Question, and add the 
26 words ‘during the sitting of the House.’”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 
Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
6 of the Question.” 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.)... a aes aa nia a seen d eee 


26 Question put, and negatived. 


Words added, 


Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 
26 

Ordered, That, until the conclusion of the consideration of the 
Companies Bill, the Standing Committee on Trade, etc., have leave to sit 
during the Sitting of the House. 


Agricultural Holdings Bill—As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
further considered. 


New clause— 


“Where a tenant is compelled to quit his holding by the act of his landlord 


37 for any cause other than the following (that is to say) :— 
(1) That he has not paid the rent due to his landlord within any period agreed 
by the contract of tenancy or otherwise ; or 
rs (2) That he has soe peg in committing or permitting waste, to the prejudice 
2 of his landlord, by the dilapidation of buildings or fences, or by the 


deterioration of the soil, after notice from the landlord not to commit, or 
permit, or to desist from the particular waste specified in such notice ; 


the tenant shall be entitled on quitting his holding to obtain from the landlord, 
in addition to the compensation, if any, due to him under the Act, further 
compensation in respect to the loss sustained by reason of quitting his holding, 
and any question under this section, if in dispute, and the amount of such 
compensation shall be determined by arbitration under this Act, and such com- 
pensation shall be separately specified in the award, and shal) be recoverable 
under the provisions of this Act.”—(Mr. Channing.) 


—brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the clause be read a 
second time.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 

The President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. Long, 
Liverpool, West Derby) ... 1141 

Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Carmar- 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Page 


Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, 
Canlachie) ae os 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs). we 1147 


1146 





thenshire, W.) ... ... 1148 Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ... 1148 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Sir Mark Stewart (Kircudbright- 

Thanet) ... as -» 1145 shire) ns es .- 1149 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- Mr. Jasper More (Shropshire, 

shire, W.) Ws . 1146 Vaudlow) nes sie ..- 1150 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 111 ; Noes, 207. (Division List No. 200.) 


New clause— 

“That in the case of crofters or cottars in Scotland, as defined in the 
Crofters (Scotland) Holdings Acts, 1886, 1887, and 1888 (whose holdings are 
situated in parishes or counties to which these Acts do not apply), such 
improvements as are set forth in Part I. of the First Schedule of the Act, which 
may have been executed or paid for by the crofter or his predecessor in the 
same family whilst under no written obligation to the landlord to make them, 
and prior to the passing of this Act, and which will add to the letting value of 
the holding, shall be compensated for on his leaving the holding, under the 
procedure provided in this Act, but for such improvements executed after the 
passing of this Act consent of the landlord will be required.” —(M7r. Gardon.) 


—-hrought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the clause be read a 
second time.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... it ... 1154 
Mr. Buchanan ( Aberdeen- 
shire, E.) , 3. 1156 


Sir William Wedderburn (Banff: 
shire) ... oe iss pes AA 
Mr. Weir (Loss and Cromarty) .. 1160 


General Russell (Cheltenham) 1157 Mr. Alexander Cross 1161 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) fag ... 1158 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 125 ; Noes, 196. (Division List No. 201.) 
New clause :— 

‘‘From and after the passing of this Act notice of termination of tenancy 
under Section 28 of The Agricultural Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1883, may be 
given in the same manner as a notice of removal under Section 6 of The 
Removal Terms (Scotland) Act, 1886.” —(Mr. Hedderwick. ) 

—brought up and read the first and second time, and added. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill :— 
“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the words ‘ comprised in the First Schedule 
to this Act.’ ”-—(Mr. Buchanan.) 
Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... bag . 1167 Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, 
Dr, Farquharson ... ... 1168 BE.) . : . 1168 


Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) ... 1170 
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Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 170; Noes, 91. (Division List No. 202.) 


Amendment proposed — 


‘In page 1, line 12, after the word ‘tenant’ to insert the words, ‘ And the 
tenant of a holding, being an allotment or cottage garden, shall be entitled to 
obtain from the landlord compensation in money for fruit trees, fruit bushes. 
drains, and for any outbuildings, pig-sties, fowl-houses, or other structural 
improvements made by the tenant upon his holding to the extent of one-third 
of their gross value ; provided always that this compensaiion shall not exceed 
ten pounds, and that the tenant shall have the right to remove such fruit trees, 
fruit bushes, outbuildings, pig-sties, and fowl-houses in addition to the right to 
the aforesaid compensation, and that if the tenancy be determined after notice 
given by the tenant no right to compensation in money shall exist.’”—(J/r. 


Yorall.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Long ... jan sce MAO Mr. Price (Norfolk, E.)... yo SATE 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 76 ; Noes, 134. (Division List No 203.) 


Amendment proposed— , 


‘In page 1, line 12, after the word ‘tenant,’ to insert the words, ‘ Provided 
always that, in estimating the value of any improvement in Schedule I.. there 
shall not be taken into account, as part of the improvement made by the tenant, 
what is justly due to the inherent capabilities of the soil.”—(Sir Charles Welby.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... or es E261 Mr. Viewry Gibbs (Hertfordshire, 
Earl Percy (Kensington, S.) 1182 St. Albans) ... cs or aa 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby Serjeant Hemphill (Tyrone, N.)... 1193 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) 1185 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 1195 
Mr. Seale Haynes (Devon- Capt. Pretyman (Suffolk, Wood- 
shire, Ashburton) --- 1185 bridge) oe Ken . 1197 
Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire) 1186 Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ... 1198 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone Mr. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) 1200 
(Sussex, Horsham) .. 1188 Mr. Alexander Cross... ... 1201 
Mr. Haldane (Haddington- 
shire) im - 1189 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 24; Noes, 186. (Division List No. 204.) 
Amendment proposed— 
*<In page 1, line 23, to leave out the words from the word ‘manure’ to the 
word ‘endured,’ inclusive, in line 27, and insert the words, ‘that would have 
been produced by the consumption on the holding according to the rules of good 
husbandry of aay crops sold off and removed from the holding within the last 
two years of the tenancy, or other less time for which the tenancy has endured, 
except in so far as a proper return of manure to the holding has been’ made in 
respect of such produce so sold off or removed.’”—(M7. Haldane.) 
Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words ‘required by’ stand part of the Bill.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... wa ... 1206 Mr. Alexander Cross... » 1208 
Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, 
Launceston)... w»- 1207 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 27, after the word ‘endured,’ to insert the words ‘except 
so far as a proper return of manure to the holding has been made in respect of 
such produce so sold off or removed, or security has been offered or given by 
the tenant that such proper and adequate return of manure to the holding will 
be made at the proper season.’ ”—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) ... .-- 1210 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn 


Amendment proposed— SU. 


“In page 1, line 27, after the word ‘endured,’ to insert as a new sub- 
section the words, ‘(5) There shall be taken into account in augmentation of 
the tenant’s compensation any sum which may be found by arbitration under 
this Act to be ies to the tenant in respect of damage to crops by winged or 
ground game or deer during the last year of the tenancy.’”—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... td _— — +, a oo. 1958 
Mr. Wason (Clackmannan Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire) _... 1216 
and Kinross)... ... 1213 Mr. Heywood Johnstone... cos Se 
Mr. Hedderwick ... ... 1213 Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.)... + S95 
Mr. Buchanan ... ... 1214 Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ... -- 1218 
Mr. Moulton a ... 1215 Dr. Tanner (Cork County, Mid) 1218 


Question put. 
The House divided: - Ayes, 63 ; Noes, 174. (Division List No. 205.) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 5, to leave out Clause 2.”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Question proposed, “That the words of the clause to the first word 
‘and,’ in line 8, stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Long ... es = se $68 ies set “se .»- 1223 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. | 


Amendment proposed— | 


‘‘In page 2, line 8, to leave out the words from the word ‘ Act’ to the 
word ‘ the,’ in line 10.”—(Mr. Buchanan.) 


uestion proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
proy prop Pp 


of the Bill.” _ 
Sir Robert Finlay ... ... 1223 Mr. Channing ... ti ... 1294 ] 
: ( 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Bill, as amended (by the Standing Committee), to be further considered Coun 
to-morrow a 
t 

Public Works Loans Bill—Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a Busin 
second time.” , 


Debate arising :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the debate be now 
adjourned.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 
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DISCUSSION :— 


The First Lord of the Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stockton) 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1224 


It being midnight, the motion for the adjournment of the debate lapsed 
without Question put, and the debate on the Second Reading stood 
adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


SUPPLY [6TH JuLy]—Resolutions reported. 


CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Cuass II. 


1. “ That a sum, not exceeding £8,095, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of Her Majesty’s 
Secretary for Scotland and Subordinate Offices, including a Grant in Aid 
of the Congested District (Scotland) Fund.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £10,649, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Fishery Board in Scotland and for 
Grants in Aid of Piers or Quays.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £3,221, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Department of Lunacy in 
Scotland.” 


4, “That a sum, not exceeding £2,743, be granted to Her Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3ist day of March, 1901, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Department of the Registrar General 
of Births, etc., in Scotland. 


Resolutions agreed to 


MEDICAL AND SANITARY ARRANGEMENTS AT THE CAPE—Address for “ Return 
of Correspondence between the hon. Member for Ilkeston and the War 
Department in relation to Medical and Sanitary Arrangements at the 
Cape.”—(Sir James Kitson) na’ ha _ a , 


County and Borough Franchise Assimilation (London) Bill—<As 
amended (by the a eee considered ; Bill to be read the 
third time to-morrow . ; ae e 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—On the Motion for Adjournment—Questions, Mr. 
Jonathan Samuel, Mr. Dillon, and Mr. Patrick O’Brien saat 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... es 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 1ltH JULY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bill; Airdrie, Coatbridge, and 
District Water Trust Bill; Brighton Corporation Bill. Lords Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed _ eee sey ies e+. 1229 


Burnley Corporation Bill aeameide Read the third ian and Lees with 
Amendments ... . 1229 


Falkirk and District Water wn eae —As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time ... x ne is Me .-. 1229 


Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill—As amended, considered. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time. — emicendl Bill accordingly read 
the third time, and passed... er ie ... 1229 


Southport Corporation Bill——As amended, considered. Two clauses 
added. Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and 
that the Bill be now read the third time. —(Mr. Caldwell. Ne Bill er 


read the third time, and passed 1229 
Bexhill and Rotherfieid renee cor on aera ead a second time, and 
committed ae . 1229 
Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf Urban District Courcil Bill 
(Joint Committee)—Ordered, That Captain Andrew Knox Galway do 
attend the Joint Committee on the Dublin Corporation Bill and the 
Clontarf Urban District Council Bill this day, at One of the clock .. 1229 
Caledonian Railway Bill [Lords]—Report [16th July] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time... ae ee sei ne +8 ai ae ... 1230 
PETITIONS. 
Education (Scotland) Bill— Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table ee ia =e oe cis ... 1230 
Roman Catholic University in Ireland—Petition of the West Midland 
Baptist Association, against establishment ; to lie upon the Table ... 1230 
Sale of Intoxicating av ors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from High Littleton ; Keynsham ; Cannock ; Coxhoe ; Llantwit ; Resolven ; 
Blaengarw ; Yeovil ; Bramley ; and Bearpark ; to lie upon the Table ... 1230 
Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Dinam ; 
Resolven ; High Littleton ; and Lancaster ; to lie upon the Table ... 1230 


VIVISECTION.—Petition from London, for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table... 1230 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SoutH Arrica (UNWOUNDED SOLDIERS DEAD oR INvALIDED HomeE)—Return 
[presented 5th July] to be printed. [No. 268]... Rat ne ... 1230 


East INDIA (INOCULATION AGAINST CHOLERA AND pees Return [pre- 
sented 9th July] to be printed.--[No. 269]... ‘Te ae ag .. 1231 
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BUSINESS OF THE HousE— 


The’ First Lord of the Admiralty sis ah G. J. Goschen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) : ; ods Sh Be ... 1231 


a 


Public Works Loans Bill [Szconp REapinc]—Order read, for resuming 


Adjourned Debate on Question [10th July], “‘ Fhat the Bill be now read 
a second time.” 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


(Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) — ... 1233 Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stockton)... 1239 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) ... .- 1241 
Boroughs) ; ... 1235 Sir Dillwyn Llewelyn aap 

The Financial Secretary to Town) . 1242 
the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire). 1242 
Preston) ... ... 1236 The Chancellor of the Exchequer 

Mr. Alfred Thomas (Gla- (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, catia 
morganshire, E.) ... 1239 Wy se ... 1243 

Sir F. S. Powell (Wigan)... 1239 Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N. a ... 1244 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 
Agricultural Holdings Bill—As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
further considered. 
Clause 2 :— 


Amendment proposed to the Bill. — 


“In page e 2, line 10, to leave out the words from the word ‘arbitration’ to 
the word ‘ under,’ in line 13. ”*_(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The President of the Board Commander Bethell (Yorkshire, 
of Agriculture (Mr. Long, E.h., Holderness)... ... 1250 
Liverpool, West Derby ... 1248 Dr, Farquharson pee 

Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeen- i oe 1251 
shire, E.) aa -. 1249 Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs)... 1251 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 168 ; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 206.) 
Formal Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 24, after the word ‘tenant,’ to insert the words ‘ within 
two years before the determination of the tenancy.’ ”—(Mr. Channing.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Long ... Soe ive one a one _ si o- 1257 
Question put, and negatived. 
Other Amendments made. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 28, after ‘party,’ to insert ‘given by post or otherwise not 
later than seven days after the appointment of the arbitrator or arbitrators.’” — 
(Mr. Long.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, Col. Milward (Warwickshire, 
8. 1259 p< ey ia bi .. 1260 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) 1259 Mr. Long — es ... 1260 
Commander Bethell . 1260 Mr. S. T. Evans in -» 1261 
The Amendment was amended by leaving out “ by post or otherwise” 
and inserting “ by registered letter” ; and, so amended, was agreed to. 
Formal Amendments made. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 2, line 39, to leave out sub-section (5) of Clause 2, to insert ‘ (5) If 
the parties concur there may be a single arbitrator a yen by them jointly, 
but if the parties do not concur in the appointment of a single arbitrator, each 
of them shall appoint an arbitrator, and the arbitrators so appointed shall appoint 
an umpire.’ ”—(Colonel Milward.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ An arbitrator shall’ stand part of 
the Bill.” 
Mr. Long ... sia _ des ‘iit . 1262 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 39, to leave out the words, ‘unless the parties otherwise Po: 
agree.’ ”—(M7r. Buchanan. ) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs)  ... -- 1264 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 189 ; Noes, 77. (Division List No. 207.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 3, line 4, to leave out from the word ‘final,’ to the end of Sub- 
section 6 of Clause 2.”—(Mr. Buchanan.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 
Sir Robert Finlay .. 7 wee . 1268 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Sussex, Horsham) ae _— ‘ine .-- 1268 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. The 
Amendment proposed— 
“In e 3, line 13, after the word ‘applies,’ to insert the words, ‘ (9) all 
claims, whether b3 y tenant or landlord, shall be in writing.’ ”’—(Mr. Channing. ) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Robert Finlay ... aie ee int a a -~ ..- 1269 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 34, to leave out the word ‘ sub-section,’ and insert the word 
‘ section.’”--(Mr. Buchanan.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘sub-section’ stand part of the Bill.” 

Mr. Long ... ses Ae es a ms a eee ... 1270 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 170 ; Noes, 71. (Division List No. 208.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That further proceedings on 
consideration, as amended (by the Standing Committee), be adjourned till 
To-morrow.” —(Mr. Moulton.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, LE.) ... 1271 Mr. Moulton(Cornwall, Launceston) 1275 
The First Lord of the Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) 1276 
Treasury’ (Mr. A. J. Mr. Maddison (Shegield, Bright- 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1275 side) ... 1276 


Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal S.) 1278 
Mr. A. J. BALFouR rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 137 ; Noes, 50. (Division List No. 209.) 


Question put accordingly : “That further proceedings on Consideration, 
as amended (by the Standing Committee), be adjourned till To-morrow.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 138; Noes, 47. (Division List No. 210.) 


Post Office Sites (Recommitted) Bill—Considered in Committee. 


(Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. } 


Clause 1 :— 


Question again proposed, “That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.’”— 
(Mr. Caldwell, Lanarkshire, Mid.) 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. 
(Mr. Galloway.) 


The usual interval having elapsed, and forty Members not being present, 


The House adjourned at ten minutes after Five of the clock. 


LORDS: THURSDAY, 12TH JULY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 


ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :—Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply ; Newry, Keady, 
and Tynan Light Railway. Also the Certificates that no Standing Orders 
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are applicable to the following Bills :—Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (Housing of W: orking Classes) (No. 2); Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4). And also the Certificates that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with :—Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 15). The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill—A witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee, and to produce documents : . ; 


Oldham Corporation Bili—Bradford ns Bill—Great Northern 
Railway bill—Reported with Amendments 


Bray Urban District Council Bill—Reported without Amendment 


Midland Railway Bill—The Queen’s consent (in right of Her Duchy of 
Lancaster) signified, and Bill reported with Amendments . , 


Great Western Railway Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Viscount Frankfort de Montmorency be proposed to the House 
as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the place of the 
Lord Monckton (V. Galway) ; read, and agreed to ... 


Plymouth, Stonehouse, and Devonport Tramways Bill; Cumberland 
County Council (Bridges) Bill; Croydon Tramways and Improvements 
Bill; London County Tramways (No 1) Bill; Scarborough Corporation 
Bill—Mov ed, That the Order made on the 12th day of March last, “ That 
no Private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after Tuesday the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed with, 
and that the Bills be now read 2* ; agreed to; and Bills read 2“ accordingly 


Plymouth, Stonehouse. and Devonport Tramways Bili—Committed. 
The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Cumberland County Councils (Bridges) Bill—Committed 


Croydon Tramways and Improvements Bill ; London County Tramways 
(No. 1) Bill—Committed. The Committees to be sisataaal by the 
Committee of Selection _ . : 


Scarborough Corporation Bill—Committed ... 


Wellingborough and District Tramroads Bill ; Nottingham Corporation 
Bill—Read 3%, with the Amendments, and sash and returned to the 
Commons a as ke 


Great India, Peninsula Railway Company Bill ; Southport Corporation 
Bill—Brought from the Commons; read *; and referred to the 
Examiners 


Airdrie and Coatbridge ieee’ Bill; Airdrie, Coatbr lle and Dis- 
trict Water Trust Bill; Brighton Corporation Bill ; Reading Corporation 
(Tramways) Bill ; Wolv erhampton Gas Bill—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to 


Vale of Rheidol Light Railway sp imamenais from the Commons with 
the Amendment agreed to ‘ ne 


Burnley Corporation Bill [u.1.]; Edinburgh District Lunacy Board Bill 
[u.L. |}—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments 
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London United Tramways Bill—Message from the Commons giving leave 


to Thomas Skewes-Cox, Esquire (a member), to attend the Select Com. 
mittee (pursuant to message of Tuesday last) 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford. Limerick and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [n.L.]; Midland Great 
Western Railway of Ireland Bill [H.L.]; Great Southern and Western 
and Waterford and Central Ireland Railway Companies Amalgamation 
Bill ee icone ay to the Joint Committee to mee from time to 
time * 


Midiand Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill To L. | Reported from 
the Joint Committee with Amendments 


Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill—-Commons Amendments to Lords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to : ? see : 


London (St. Luke) Provisional Order Bill (No. 180) ; London (South- 
wark) Provisional Order Bill (No. 181)—Both from the Commons ; 
read 1%; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners 


London (Clerkenwell and Holborn) Provisional Order Bill; London 
(Poplar) Provisional Order Bill—Moved, That the Order of 12th March 
last, “That no Provisional Order Confirmation Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday, the 26th 
day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bills be now read a 
second time ; agreed to; Bills read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House i 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [H.L. iia a 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ 'lo-morrow oh 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES)—No. 532, United States (Mining 
Industry of Colorado). No. 533, Russia (Trans-Siberian Railway) 
Navy.—I. Estimates.—1. Estimate of the further Amount which will be 
required during the year ending 31st March, 1901, beyond the sum 
already provided in the Grants for Navy Services for the year (Parlia- 
mentary Paper No. 41, Session 1900) to meet additional expenditure 
arising on the under-mentioned Votes. 
2. Statement of the First Lord of the Admiralty explanatory of the 
Additional Estimate for Her Majesty’s Navy for the year 1900-1. 
II.—Boiters.—l. Memorandum respecting Water-tube Boilers in Her 
Majesty’s ships. 
2. Statement of the First Lord of the ee re Water-tube 
Boilers in Her Majesty’s ships : ; ; 


NATIONAL EpucaTion (IRELAND)—Extracts from forthcoming Code of Rules 
and Regulations of the Commissioners of National Education, Ireland, for 
the year 1900-1 


New Rules and Regulations in operation for the year 1900-1. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
PETITION. 


VIVISECTION— Petition for restriction of the practice of ; of meeting in London ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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Merchant Shippi ping (Liability of Shipowners and Others) Bill—{Szconp 
READING ]—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Lord Heneage.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Macnaghten ... .-. 1293 The Lord Chancellor oiin Earl id 
The Secretary for Scotland Halsbury) ... . 1297 


(Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 1294 
On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House to-morrow. 
County Courts (Ireland) Bill [u.L.]—[Seconp Reapine]—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) “ts vs ..- 1298 


Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House To-morrow. 


Cruelty to Wild Animals in Captivity Bill—House in Committee (accord- 
ing to Order). 


Lord James of Hereford ... re. ses am ise iwi --- 1299 
The Amendments were agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Committee, and to be printed, as 
amended. [No. 182.] 


Colonial Stock Bill [1.1. a Read 3¢ cated to _— and passed, and 


sent to the Commons . ie oy wo. 1299 
Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill—Amendments saunas aman 

ing to Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow _... . 1299 
Ecclesiastical mreammanaes rtoimeenn ee 3° as to beaten 

and passed... . 1299 
Imitation of County Court Process Bill [H.L. jal 3 34 (ecording to 

Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons hi . 1299 


Charitable Loans (Ireland) Bill—House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without evans and re-committed to the 


Standing Committee ... sek ie ‘ ss sb sich ... 1299 
Copyright Bill [.1. — 3° plied to oe and psi and sent to 
he Commons ... . 1299 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES—FREE DISTRIBUTION TO PEERS—Question, 
Lord Hawkesbury ; Answer, The Lord Privy Seal (Viscount Cross) —... 130¥ 


House adjourned at a quarter-past Five of the clock. 





COMMONS: THURSDAY, 12TH JULY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Spalding Urban District Council (Water) Bill (By Order)—Order read 
for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question [5th July], “That this 
House doth agree with the Lords Amendments in page 6, line 21, to leave 
out from ‘1889,’ to end of Clause 9.” 
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Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 
Mr. Lieckitt (Lincolnshire, Brigg)... sea one eae eee .» 1301 
Question put and agreed to. 


Subsequent Amendment agreed to. 


Exmouth Urban District Water Bill ‘oewagiinars the third time and 
passed, with Amendments [New Title] _.. si . 1301 


Falkirk Corporation Bill [Lords]—A Verbal Amendment made ; Bill read 
the third time, and passed, with Amendments . 1301 


Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill [Lords]—Queen’s 
consent signified. Read the third time, and passed, without amendment 1301 


Rhymney Railway Bill oi sas Tarvesy the third = and ane with 
Amendments ... . 1301 


London (St. Marylebone) Provisional Order Bill—Reported without 
amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow... ba sin oh .-» 1301 


Electric Lightin € Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords]—Reported, 
without amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie = 


the Table. Bill to be read the third time To-morrow ur . 1302 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [Lords|—Reported, 

without amendment [Provisional Orders pei se to lie _ 

the Table. Bill to be read the third time To-mor oad vf .. 1302 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]|—Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed]. Report to lie —~ the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow “sy , . 1302 


Dearne Valley Railway Bill [Lords|—Reported, without amendment. 
Report to he upon the Table, and to be printed... me eas ..- 1302 


Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [Lords]; Bury and District Water 
(Transfer) Bill yp atl Mersey Railway Bill [Lords]; Rawmarsh Urban 
District Council (Tramways) Bill [Lords]—Reported, ‘with Amendments. 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... .. 1302 


Westgate and Birchington Water Bill [Lords]—Reported, without 
amendment. Report to lie upon the dole and to be “/ Bill to 
be read the third time ‘as ve .. 1302 


Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmellington Railways (Abandonment) 
Bill [Lords]—Reported, without amendment. oes. ate to lie _— the 


Table, and to be printed an me ; . 1302 
Margate Pier and Harbour Bill [Lords]—Reported, with Amendments. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... aii - 1302 


Preston Corporation Bill [Lords]—Reported from the Select Committee on 
Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section A), with Amendments. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... : pac . 1303 
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MEssAG.2 FROM THE Lorps-~That they have agreed to the Gas Provisional 
Order (No. 3) Bill, with an Amendment. 


That they have agreed to the North Metropolitan Railway and Canal 
Bill andthe Lee Conserv ancy Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Tramways Act, 
1870, relating to Ashton-under-Lyne Corporation Tramways, Garston 
Tramw ay, Gorton Urban District Council Tramways, Plymouth Corpora- 
tion Tre amways, Taunton Tramways, and Warrington Corporation 
Tramways.” Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [Lords] 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [Lords]|—Read the first time ; 


referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Prrivate Bills, and to be printed. 


[Bill 292] 


PETITIONS. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
‘favour, from Biaby ; and Kirkdale ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NATIONAL Epucation (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Extracts from forth- 
coming code of rules and Regulations of the Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland for the year 1900-1901 [by semana to lie upon 
the Table sje - 


Navy (AppirionaL {sTIMATE, ‘iia in inti presented, of the 
Further Amount which will be required during the year ending 31st 
March, 1901, beyond the Sum already provided in the Grants for Navy 
Services for the year [by Command]; referred to the Committee of 
Supply, and to be printed. [No. 270] 


Navy (STATEMENT EXPLANATORY OF ADDITIONAL EsTIMATE)—Copy pre- 
sented, of Statement of the First Lord of the Admiralty explanatory of 
the Additional Estimate for Naval Services for the “ce 1900-1901 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 2 - 


Navy (BoILers)—Copy presented, of Memorandum respecting Water-tube 
Boilers in Her Majesty’s Ships [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES)—Copy presented, of Diplomatic 
and Consulsr Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos. 532 and 533 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table as 


QUESTIONS. 

CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—LaTEST NEws—Questions, Sir H. Camp- 
bell Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, 
Eeclesall), Mr. Monk (Gloucester), and Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ; 
Answers, The Under-Secretary for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 


Guildford), and The First Lord of the Warne 0m A. J. . Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.) : 


COMMAND OF THE ALLIED ForceES—COMMAND OF THE British Force— 
Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


ANGLO-J APANESE UNDERSTANDING—Questions, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N. sgirct Mr. 
Maclean (Cardiff) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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ORIGIN AND WARNINGS OF THE OUTBREAK—SrIrR CLAUDE MAcCDONALD’S 
ion, Mr. Maclean ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... --- 1306 











vhs 


British Exports OF AMMUNITION TO CHINA—Questions, Mr. Swift Mac- 
Neill (Donegal, 8.) and Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ; cepa 
The Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) . . 1306 


INDIAN Troops FoR Cxtna—Cost—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, 
E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India nee G. Hamilton, 


Middlesex, Ealing) ms i Se si bas ‘ih ..- 1307 
INOCULATION AGAINST ENTERIC OF SOLDIERS ORDERED ABROAD—Question, 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham __... me - 1307 


SoutH AFRICAN WaAR—Cost OF TH# WAR—CONTRIBUTION FROM THE 
TRANSVAAL MINES—Questions, Mr. Buchanan and Mr. Swift Mac- 
Neill ; Answers, The Chancellor of the saga a M. Hicks-Beach, 
Bristol, W.) ... is ; . 1308 


HosPITAL AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS—COMMITTEE OF Ee iOet RO 
Mr. Swift MacNeill, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee), Mr. Labouchere 
(Northampton), Mr. Warner, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty), and Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Answers, Mr. A. J, Balfour 1309 


BLOEMFONTEIN—ADMISSIONS AND DEATHS FROM ENTERIC—Question, Sir 
Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ws 1 





SETTLEMENT OF SOLDIERS IN SOUTH AFRICA AFTER THE WAR—Questions, Sir 
James Rankin (Hereford) and Mr. Dillon ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 1311 


CHAPLAINS IN VOLUNTEER CAMpS—Question, Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, W.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Wyndham an? ses mae oe ae Wy ... 1812 
Pay OF MiitiA MAJors—Question, Mr. Boscawen (Kent, Tonbridge) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham as ve 8 i ie ee .- 1312 


British WAR SHIP OFF ZANZIBAR—-Question, Mr. J. A. Pease (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside) ; Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty ar Austen 
Chamberlain, Ww orcestershire, ae ; . 1313. 


ABYSSINIAN BOUNDARIES—EXPEDITION TO LAKE RUDOLPH—Question, Sir 
Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 1313 


New Paciric CaBteE—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 1313 


INDIAN TELEGRAPHIC TARIFF—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon ; Answer, Lord 
G. Hamilton ... are wiki ik ae ea: A 2 .»« 1814 


INDIAN FAMINE—LOAN seieekaiaats Mr. Buchanan; Answer, Lord G. 
Hamilton a 35 : sie ee iis sch ia ... 1314 


WALTHAMSTOW Petty SEssions—Question, Mr. Woods (Essex, Walthamstow) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home + nes asi M. W hite 
Ridley, "Lancashire, Blackpool) aa , ss bode 


G.P.O.—REMOVAL To. Mount PLEASANT — OVERTIME PAY — Question, Mr. 
Steadman (Tower Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, The Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston)... ait wai Bee .- 1315 


POSTMEN’S Srnires—Question, Mr. Steadman ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury .-. 1316 
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E.C. District Post OFFICES—REFRESHMENT ARRANGEMENTS—Question, Mr. 
Maddison (Sheffield, Brightside) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... 


INCREASE OF Post OFFICE STAFF—CIRCULATION DEPARTMENT—(uestion, Sir 
J. W. Maclure (Lancashire, Stretford) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Exectric LiGHTING ORDERS — TRANSFER on eee Mr. Lough 
(Islington, W.) ; Answer, Mr: Hanbury i. ‘ oa 


RaILway ByE Laws—New CopE—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


DISMISSAL OF SCHOOL TEACHERS—RIGHT OF APPEAL—Questions, Sir Joseph 
Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) and Major Rasch (Essex, 8.E.) ; Answers, 
The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Education (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University) " iis is ids fs 


Sza-Goinc TRAINING Suips — Visits To ScoTrisH Coasts — Question, Mr. 
Weir ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ‘e me ea ; 


GLAscow Post OFFICE-—PROMOTIONS — Question, Sir J. Stirling-Maxwell 
(Glasgow College) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... i oti 


FoREIGN TRAWLERS IN MorAy FIrTH—Question, Sir William Wedderburn 
(Banffshire); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, 
Buteshire) : ‘i ee ve wn at Ns Se : 


Drirt Net FisHING IN THE RIVER ForTH—Question, Mr. Wason (Clack- 
mannan and Kinross) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray . ‘ 


Scotch FEE GrAnT—Question, Mr. Caldwell cconmiad _— Answer, 
Mr. A. Graham Murray * 


IRELAND — ENGLISH POLICE IN DUBLIN — aia, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley... 


IrisH PoLice AT HOLYHEAD—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... 


County Down PostaL ARRANGEMENTS — Question, Mr. Samuel _— 
(Cavan, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury.. _ ren vF 


DUBLIN SORTING gusts aiiaie Mr. Patrick O’Brien; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury = : esc i aa Ss 


County KERRY TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATIONS — Question, Mr. Flavin ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury a -_ ve Be o 


IncomME Tax—ReEnts oF LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN IRELAND— Question, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks-Beach sai re ' 


County Cork RoaD MAINTENANCE—Questions, Mr. William Abraham ses 
Co., N.E.) and Capt. Donelan ; Answers, Mr. G. W. Balfour 


Weir Estate, Co. FERMANAGH—Question, Mr. Macaleese en N. 3 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour .. ‘ the di 


STEAM COMMUNICATION WITH LIMERICK — Question, Mr. Austin Limerick 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour , ‘ ‘a 


IrIsH LANGUAGE IN IRISH SCHOOLS — Questions, Mr. hin Mr. Patrick 
ot Mr. Flynn ge N. )s and Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answers, Mr. G. 
W. Balfour 
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BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Sir Henry 
Fowler (Wolverhampton, W.), and Mr. Gibson Bowles yn Regis) ; $ 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... P 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to the Land Registry 
(New Buildings) Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to amend the Law 
relating to Lunatics in Ireland.” Lunacy Regulation (Ireland) Bill [Lords]. 


Money-Lending Bill {Lords]|—Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That 
the Order [26th June] that the Money-lending Bill [Lords] be committed 
to the Standing Committee on Trade, etc., be read, and ischarged ; and 
that the Bill be committed to the Standing Committee on Law, etc. (Sir 
William Walrond.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) — ... 1330 The Secretury to the Local Govern- 
The First Lord of the ment Board (Mr. T. W. Russeil, 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Bal- Tyrone, 8.) .. ; 
four, Manchester, E.) ... 1330 Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) . 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Sir H. — Bannerman (Stir- 
Regis) ... es ..» 1330 ling Burghs) .. : 


Mr, Dillon 
Amendment proposed— 


“ To leive oat from the word ‘discharged,’ to the end of hae Question.”-— 
(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 
The House divided :—Ayes, 228 ; Noes, 61. (Division List No. 211.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Order ae June] that the Money-lending Bill 
[Lords] be committed to the Standing Committee on Trade, etc., be read, 
and discharged; and that the Bill be committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law, etc. 


Agricultural Holdings Bill—As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
further considered. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 1, after the word ‘provision,’ to insert the words ‘ 
exception.’ ’ (Mr. Moulton. ) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘or exception’ be there inserted. 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Attorney-General (Sir The President of the Board of 
Robert Finlay, Inverness Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liver- 
Burghs)... 1339 pool, West Derby) 


Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire) 1339 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 
*In page 4, line 1, afver the word ‘tenancy,’ to insert the words ‘ made 
after the passing of this Act.’”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words he there inserted.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... ss) SS Commander Bethell (Yorkshire, 
Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.) 1343 N.f., Holderness) .. 1344 
Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, Sir W. Hart-Dyke (Kent, Dart- 
Launceston) ea ... 1344 ford) .. =e . 1345 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 4, line 11, to leave out Clause 7.”—(Mr. Lopes.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words of the clause to the word ‘more,’ 
in line 12, stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Long . . 1348 
Question put, agreed to. 
Remaining words of the clause omitted. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 20, after the word ‘Act,’ to insert the words, ‘ provided 
that, in the case of an improvement such as is ‘described in paragraph twenty- 
eight i in Part III. of the First Schedule to this Act, where any such improve- 
ment has been carried out within three years before the determination of the 
tenancy, compensation may be claimed ‘and obtained under the provisions of 
this Act.’”—(Mr. Jeffreys.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted. 
Mr. Long ... . 1350 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment made. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 26, to leave out Clause 10.”—(M7r. Buchanan.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 
Mr. Long ... 1351 
Question put. 
The House divided :--Ayes, 222; Noes, 105. (Division List No. 212.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 6 (First Schedule), line 5, after the word ‘ buildings,’ to insert the 
words ‘ except cottages for agricultural labourers.’ ”’—(Sir W “illiam Wedderburn. ) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Long .. — ..- 1357 Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.) 1357 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 6, line 8, to leave out the words ‘exceeding one acre.’”— 
(Zarl Percy.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long .. 1360 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, 
Thanet) .. aie 2960 


Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) 1362 
Capt. Pretyman (Suffolk, 


Woodbridge)... ... 1362 
Mr. Wallace (Perth) .-» 1363 
Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Herts, 

St. Albans)... ... 1364 


Mr. Perks (Lines., Louth) .... 1365 
Mr. Hardy (Kent, Ashford) 1366 


Question put. 
The House divided : Ayes, 231 


Amendment proposed— 


; Noes 53. 


Page 


Sir J. Stirling-Maxwell (Glasgow, 
College) ; 

Mr. Johnson Ferguson (Leicester- 
shire, Loughborough) .. ... 1367 

Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) ... 1367 

Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire) ... 1368 

Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorks, N.R., 


Thirsk) 1369 
Mr. Heywood Johnston + (Susser, 

Horsham)... Ww .-» 1369 
Commander Bethell  ... .-- 1370 


(Division List No. 215.) 


“In page 6, line 10, to leave out the words ‘exceeding one acre.’”— 


(Earl Percy.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 


of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :-— 


Sir Robert Finlay ... sak deo 
Mr. J. Lowther... wat Roe 
Lord Hugh Cecil ... we ae 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


Commander Bethell ous agtkono 
Mr. Long ee ean we hoee 


“Tn page 6, line 19, after the words ‘ waste land, to insert the words, 
‘exceeding one acre.’ ”—(Sir William Wedderburn.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Long ... “os ... 1378 


Question put. 


Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) 1378 


The House divided :—Ayes, 60; Noes, 126. (Division List No. 214.) 


Another Amendment made. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, after line 26, to insert the words, ‘ (16) erection or enlargement 


of buildings for the purpose of the trade or business of a farmer.’ 


Seale-Hayne.) 


grr Tr. 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Long 
Question put. 


1382 


The House divided :—Ayes, 45; Noes, 112. (Division List No. 215.) 


A formal Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 7, line 12, to leave out paragraph 28 of Schedule 1, and insert the 
words, ‘Laying down pasture with clover, grass, lucerne, sainfoin, or other 
similar seeds, which shall not have been sown more than three years previous 
to the termination of the lease, from which no hay crop shall have been —— 
and which shall not have been treated with exhausting artificial manures.’ 


(Mr Shaw-Stewart.) 
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Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Long ... ..» 1386 Mr. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) 
Mr. Humphreys- Owen (Mont- 
gomeryshire) ... .» 1386 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed—- 


“In page 8, to insert, as a new paragraph, betore paragraph (10)— 

*«(10) The award shall, so far as sonatiihe, specify the several i improv ements, 
acts, or things in respect of which compensation is awarded, and the sum 
.aw arded in respect of each.” —(Mr. Heywood Johnstone.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Long ... 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 21, at the beginning of paragraph (10), to insert the words, 
‘The arbitrator shall on tbe application of either party specify the amount 
awarded in respect of any particular improvement, and.”—(Larl Percy.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Perks ... «+ 4892 Mr. Humphreys-Owen 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone ... 1392 Mr. Radcliffe Cooke (Hevefor) 
Mr. Hedderwick ... oo» LOUZ Commander Bethell d 
Mr. Long ... ihe «+ 1393 Sir Robert Finlay 


Amendment amended, by inserting after the word “ improvement,” the 
words “or improvements.” 


Words, as amended, inserted. 
Other Amendments made. 
Bill to be read third time upon Monday next 
Housing of the Working Classes Act (1890) Amendment Bill—/Tuirp 
READING. |—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Steadman (Tower Ham- Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 

lets, Stepney)... ... 1394 The President of the Local Govern- 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) ... 1398 ment Board (Mr. Chaplin, 
Mr. Robson (South Shields) 1399 Lines., Sleaford)... 
Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) 1405 Sir Walter Foster (Dertyshir, 
Mr. Jonathan Samuel Ilkeston) 

(Stockton) ve .-» 1407 


It being Midnight, Mr. SPEAKER proceeded to interrupt the Business, 
whereupon Mr. CHAPLIN rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That 
the Question be now put.” 


Question put, ‘ That the Question be now pvt.” 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 108 ; Noes, 38. (Division List No. 216.) 
Question put accordingly, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
County and Borough Franchise aticesa a ——- ariaaececane the 
third time, and passed we . 1424 
Adjourned at a quaiter after Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS: FRIDAY, 13tTH JULY, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
complied with :—Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5). The same was 
ordered to lie on the Table... ae ro - moe es -» 1425 


Hastings Corporation Bill; Tottenham Urban District Council Bill—Re- 
ports of Her Majesty’s Attorney General received, and ordered to lie on 
the Table i mee 2 ue os - as ip ... 1425 


Blackpool, St. Anne’s, and Lytham Tramways Bill—KReport from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 28th of 
June and the 5th of July last discharged ; and Bill committed .. .-» 1425 


Ilfracombe Improvement Bill——-The Queen’s consent signified; and Bill 
reported with Amendments ... sate was ve ja as .-» 1425 


Lambeth Water Bill—Reported from the Select Committee with Amendments 1425 


South Lancashire = Bill - ee from the Select Committee 
with Amendments as me ok Phe .» 1425 


Halifax Corporation Bill ee from the Select Committee with 


Amendments ... ‘atk ‘ - ... 1435 
Edinburgh District a Board Bill -_ ]; Cork Electric Tramways 
Bill [u.L.|—Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to... ..- 1425 





Sunderland Corporation Bill {H.1)—The CuainMan or CoMMITTEEs in- 
formed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The 
Order made on the 28th May last aii and Bill committed for 
Monday next ... ee sa i or owe mae ~-» 1426 


Bray and Enniskerry Railway Bill ; Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply 
Bill; Newry, Keady, and ‘Tynan Light Railway Bill—Moved, That the 
Order made on the 12th day of Mar ch last, ‘‘ That no Private Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be read a second time after Tuesday 
the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bills be now 
read 2; agreed to; and Bills read 2° accordingly, and committed. The 
Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection vi .-» 1426 





Bournemouth aa ann - ha L.}—Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons... ‘i es tye ot pe w+ 1426 
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Fishguard and Rosslare Railways i“ ee Bill a L. |—Returned 
from the Commons agreed to se ..» 1426 


Spalding Urban District Council oe) Bill — Returned from the 


Commons with the Amendments agreed to . : .. 1426 


Exmouth Urban District evo _ * L. Jeunes from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments... ‘ sah .. 1426 


Falkirk Corporation Bill [4.1.]; Rhymney Railway Bill [1.L.]—Returned 
‘from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered and agreed to bus ss nen t .. 1426 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Billi—House in Committee 
(according to Order). Amendments made. Standing Committee nega- 
tived. The Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next... 1426 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [H.L.)—Read 3° ee 
to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons ... .. 1426 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford and Central Ireland 
Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [1.1.]—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Lord Heneage be proposed to the 
House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the place 
of the Lord Chelmsford ; read, and agreed to ee i rs oss, $49 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ComMERCIAL (No. 2), 1900—-Reports from Her Majesty’s Representatives abroad 
on Trade Marks Laws and Regulations: Part [. Presented (by Command), 
and ordered to lie on the Table eas ao ie a as ... 1427 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (PARTICULARS OF PIECE-WoRK WAGES: PEN- 
MAKING)—Order made by the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, dated 12th July, 1900, applying with modifications the provisions 
of Section 40 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1895, to factories and 
workshops in which is carried on the making of pens. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... ve we. 1427 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—RECENT NEwsS—Question, The Earl of 
Kimberley ; Answer, The Prime Minister and Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Salisbury) mn sie ea .-. 1427 


MILITIA ESTABLISHMENT — STATISTICS—Question, The Earl of Wemyss; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for War (The Marquess of Lansdowne) ... 1427 


WORKMEN’S CompEeNsATION Act (1897) ExTENSION Bitt—Amendment 
reported (according to Order). 
Amendment moved— 
“In page J, line 15, after ‘uses’ to insert ‘ horses or.’”—(Lord Herries.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Viscount Cross... ... 1432 Lord Alverstone i ... 1432 
Lord Herries AS ..» 1432 Lord Heneage ... ae .» 1439 
The Chairman of Committees 
(The Karl of Morley) ss. 1432 
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On Question, “That the words ‘horses or’ be here inserted,” their 
Lordships diwided :—Contents, 22 ; Not-Contents, 25. 


Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 
Merchant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners and others) Bill—House 


in Committee (according to order). 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :-— 


Amendment moved— 


“In clause 2, line 27, after ‘ has’ to insert ‘been built or fitted out within 
such area or that it has.’”—(Lord Jacnaghten.) 


Lord Heneage ... sak “ae a es es sé --- 1433 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
On Question, “ That Clause 2, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
DISCUSSION :— 


Lord Alverstone 1453 The Lord Chancellor (The Eart of 

Earl Egerton we 1434 Halsbury) : Sin ... 1435 
Lord Avebury... - 1435 The Earl of Kimberley ... .-- 1436 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh... 1435 Lord Heneage ... pene .. 1436 


On Question, “That Clause 2, as amended, stand part of the Bill,” their 
Lordships divided :—Contents, 27 ; Not-Contents, 18. 


Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Committee ; and to be printed as 
amended. [No. 183.] 


Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill—[Tuirp Reapinc|—Moved, 
“That the Bill be now read the Third time.”—(Lord James of Hereford.) 


On Question agreed to, Bill read 3% accordingly. 
Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill do pass.”—(Lord James of Hereford.) 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 10, Sub-section 1, page 3, line 30, to leave out ‘six’ and to insert 
‘ three.’” —(Lord de Ramsey.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved—- 


“In Clause 13, page 4, line 41, to add as a new sub-section—‘ (3) Where 
any line or siding is used in connection with a factory, workshop, or mine, and 
is neither part of the factory, workshop, or mine, nor a railway within the 
meaning of this Act, the occupier of the factory, workshop, or mine shall be 
under the same obligation to give notice of accidents occurring on the line or 
siding to persons employed in the factory, workshop, or mine as a railway 
company in the case of accidents occurring on a railway ; but the notice shall be 
given to the Secretary of State, and the Secretary of State shall have the saine 
powers and duties with respect to inquiries and investigations, and the appoint- 
ment of an assessor to the coroner as the Board of Trade has in similar cases.’” 
(Lord James of Hereford.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 14, page 5, line 8, tv leave out ‘in priority to or,’ and to leave 
out ‘ pari passu with,’ and to insert ‘ after.’”—(Lord Avebury.) 


Lord James of Hereford ... rhe ‘il “ws as a ... 1440 
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On Question, “That the words ‘in priority to or’ stand part of the 
clause,” resolved in the negative. 


Amendment (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 
Verbal Amendments agreed to. 

Lord James of Hereford ... has fa iis ee vi w» 144] 
On Question, “ That the Bill do pass,” agreed to. 


Bill passed, and returned to the Commons, 


THE SECRETARYSHIP OF THE Mayo County CouNCIL. 
The Earl of Arran ... 1441 The Earl of Denbigh... --» 1444 


ry Surgeons (Amendment) Bill—[Seconp Rzapinc|—Order 
of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, “That the Bill be read a second time.”—(Lord T'weedmouth.) 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh oe _ = = ine + 1446 


On Question agreed to, Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Monday next. 


NEW BILLS. 


County and Borough Franchise Assimilation (London) Bill—Brought 
from the Commons ; read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ on Tuesday 


next (The Lord Fa rguhar). (No. 184.) aa ™ a ch . 1446 


Housing of the Working Classes Act (1890) Amendment a 
from the Commons ; read 1"; and to be printed. (No. 185.) ... . 1446 


House adjourned at Six of the clock. 





COMMONS: FRIDAY, 13TH JULY, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILus [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, Tnat, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz.: Buenos Ayres and 
Rosario Railway Bill [Lords]; Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited, 
Bill [Lords] ; Roe’s Patent Bill cr Ordered that the Bills be read 
a second time ... .. 1446 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- 
PLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, ‘the Standing Orders which 
are ‘applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. : Edinburgh (Housing 
of the Working Classes) Improvement Scheme Provisional Order Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next.. . 144i 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE) — Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. : 
Paisley Waterworks Provisional Order Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be 
read a seeond time upon Monday next ses es ws “ 


Great Eastern Railway Bill; London and Saint Katherine Docks and East 
and West India Dock Companies Bill; St. Albans Water Bill—Lords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to er ra a . 


Donegal Railway Bill [Lords]; Great Southern and Western Railway Bill 
[Lords]; South Staffordshire ee Bill ar Read the third 
er a passed, with Amendments.. - 


Aston Manor Tramways _ coe —As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time ‘ me gt i ae : 


Gwyrfai District Council Water Bill aaa amended, cnietaaisil 
to be read the third time 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill cea Read the third time, 
and passed, without amendment ss sida bea m 


London (St. serene) sicntaaiaatel stead enact the third —_ 
and passed . , 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]|—As amended, eee: 
to be read the third time upon Monday next ‘ 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]—Reported, without amendment ; 
Provisional Order confirmed ; Report to lie — the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time upon Monday next wes ; 


Liverpool Overhead Railway Bill [Lords] ; Glasgow Building Regulations 
Bill {Lords|—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed se i as os 


Railway Bills (Group 8)—Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the Committee on 
Group 8 of Railway Bills, That Mr. Samuel Woods, one of the Members of 
the said Committee, was not present during the sitting of the Committee 
this day. Report to lie upon the Table +“ 


Margate Corporation Bill [Lords]—Reported, with Amendments ; 5 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed sis a ve 


Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill | Lords]—Reported from 
the Joint Committee on Railways (Ireland) Amalgamation = with 
Amendments. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. , 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to the Wellingborough 
and District Tramroads Bill, and the Nottingham Corporation Bill, with 
Amendments. That they have agreed to the Amendments to Amend- 
ments to the Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill, without amendment. 
That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board ‘of Trade under the Tramways 
Act, 1870, relating to Batley Corporation Tramways, Camborne and 
Redruth Tramway, East Ham Urban District Council Tramways, Hull 
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Corpcration Tramways, Middleton Corporation Tramways, Portobello 
and Musselburgh Tramways, and Southampton Corporation Tramways.” 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [Lords]. And also a Bill 
intituled, “ An Act to authorise the mayor, aldermen, and burgesses of 
the borough of Bournemouth to acquire certain lands within the parishes 
of Bournemouth and Holdenhurst and Pokesdown, and to appropriate, 
regulate, and manage the same as open spaces ; to confirm an agreement 
relating thereto ; and for other purposes.’ Bournemouth Corporation 
Bill [Lords] * at ses aa as P 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [Lords|—Read_ the first 
time ; Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 294] sas “as . 


Bournemouth Corporation Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills : 


PETITIONS. 


East Inp1A (Contacious Diskasrs)—Petitions for alteration of law, from 
Gurdaspur ; Gujranwala ; Pollachi ; Kachwa ; Cuttack ; Toringoo ; Sukkur 
(two) ; Agra; and Neemecch ; to lie upon the Table sin ” 


Education (Scotland) Bill—Petitions against, from Lochmaben ; Partick ; 
Leith ; and Annan ; to lie upon the Table ... : : ‘ : 


Elementary Education Bill—Petition of the School Board for — for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table 53 as F 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Sheffield ; West Ward ; and Liverpool ; to lie upon the Table 


Smaller Dwellings demands Bill—Petition from Partick, against ; to 
lie upon the Table , ‘a8 Sub 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Biil—-Petitions in favour, from 
Sheffield ; and Liverpool ; to lie upon the Table - ie he 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Factory AND WorkSHOP ACTS (PARTICULARS OF PIECE Work WAGEs) 
(PEN-MAkING)—Copy presented, of Order of the Secretary of State, 
dated 12th July, 1900, applying, with modifications, the provisions of 
Section 40 of the Factory and Workshop Act, 1895, to Factories and 
Workshops in which is carried on the nein of Pens [by asa to lie 
upon the Table sis ‘ os 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS (IREL alge Return ssid relative thereto 
[ordered 25th June ; Mr. William panes to lie epante the so and 
to be printed. [No. 271] ; 


TRADE MARKS (FoREIGN COUNTRIES) ible, No. 2, 1900) —Copy 
presented, of Reports from Her Majesty’s Representatives Abroad on 
Trade Marks Laws and Aina siia Part I. taiad <tamaiea to lie nate 
the Table 


RaAILwAys ABANDON rome sain of Report by the Board of 
Trade respecting the London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway 
(Abandonment) Bill and the objects thereof (pursuant to ee Order 
158A]; referred to the Committee on the Bill ; ; 
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Public Works Loans Bill—Copy ordered, “of Statement of Particulars of 
Loans of which the balances outstanding are proposed to be written of (in 
whole or in part) from the assets of the Local Loans Fund.”—(J/r. 
Hanbury.) Copy presented ae to lie ie the are and to 
be printed. [No. 272] as ‘ 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill—Copy ordered, “of Memo- 
randum stating the nature of the Proposals contained ir. the Provisional 
Orders included in the Tramwz we Orders Confirmation — is Bill.”— 
(Mr. Ritchie.) i ; 


QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—COMMAND OF THE ALLIED ForcEs— 
Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ses 


COMMUNICATIONS WITH THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT—uestions, Mr. Dillon 
and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


RECENT NEWS—THE SITUATION AT PEKING—Question, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannermann (Stirling Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick soa _ 


THE CAPTURE OF THE TAKU Forts—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick , iy a a “3 on 


Exports OF WAR MATERIAL TO CHINA—Questions, Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) and Mr. Dillon ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick... wes as 


South AFRICAN WaAR—Koorn Spruit DIsSASTER—Questions, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) and Major Rasch (Essex, S.E.); Answers, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... 


LINDLEY DiIsAsTER—-DESPATCHES—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, 
The Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 


DELAY IN NOTIFICATION OF SOLDIER’S DEATH—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham tos ae vn a 


RELEASE OF BritIisH PRISONERS—Question, General Russell Eerie: ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham eee ‘ ae Bs i ae 


CHAPLAINS WITH THE a ee Mr. Talbot sims Univ ae da 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ : “st ka 


RETIRED ARMY MEDICAL OFFICERS RECALLED TO ACTIVE SERVICE— 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... : 


MILITIA OFFICERS AND LINE ssincaaaiiliadte ties Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham oni ee ‘ “8 


EXAMINATION FOR CoMMISSIONS —- Question, Major Rasch; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham me ee ih ive oes as . 


Patriotic Fund —- Wipow ALLOWANCES — Question, Mr. irene 
(Manchester, S.W.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... A 


AIRDRIE gag ee ies ~ alia Mr. John Wilson = 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ans eee ee 
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PRISON OFFICIALS—- VOLUNTEERS — CAMP LEAVE — Question, Mr. Lloyd 

Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.) ; Answer, the Secretary of State for the 

Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Rlackpool) . 1458 
UnpER AGE Recrurits—CaAseE oF MICHAEL FARREL—Question, Mr. William 

Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham se ists .-- 1459 
MILITIA OFFICERS AND PoLitics—PosiTION op M.P.s AND CANDIDATES IN 

THE MILITIA— Question, Mr. Warner ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham . 1459 
RoyAL RESERVE ere ee ae, Mr. Warner ; Answer, 

Mr. Wyndham 2 es oe bbe sis ... 1459 
VOLUNTEERS AND ACTIVE SERVICE—THE NEW GOVERNMENT PROPOSALS— 

Question, Mr. Warner ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham . 1460 
TuIRD BATTALION GorRDON HIGHLANDERS—RECENT INSPECTION— ements; 

Mr. John Wilson ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham Se ... 1460 
VOLUNTEER COMMANDING OFFICERS AND ARMY CONTRACTORS-—Question, 

Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 1460 
SeconpD VOLUNTEER BATTALION RoyAL WELSH FUuSILIERS—Question, Mr. 

Howell (Denbigh Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a6 .- 1461 
WELSH FUSILIERS VOLUNTEER BATTALION OFFICERS AND THE “ FLASH ”— 

Question, Mr. Howell; Answer, Mr. Wyndham in ol ..- 1461 
MILITARY LANDs IN Coun’ /N—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monagkan, N.); 

Answer, Mr. Wyndham “a aks es sie ... 1461 
SuGAR BouNTIES ABOLITION—NEGOTIATIONS WITH FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS 

—Question, Mr. Lawrence (Liverpool, Abercromby); Answer, Mr. 

Brodrick ‘ on sls se yes ee -_ ... 1462 
PALMISTS AND FORTUNE TELLERS IN WeEst LONDON—Questions, Gen. Russell, 

Mr. More (Shropshire, Ludlow w), and Mr. — a N.); Answers, Sir 

M. White Ridley be 1462 
PAY OF THE METROPOLITAN POLICE oe siti Norton eo 

W.); Answer, Sir M. White Ridley .. : 1463 
BoarD OF TRADE ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON LIGHTHOUSE Wonxs, ETC.— 

Question, Mr. Nicol (Argyllshire) ; Answer, The President of the Board of 

Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ; ae ‘sé ‘ik ne ... 1463 
LIGHTHOUSE COMMUNICATION—WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY—Questions, Sir John 

Colomb (Gt. Yarmouth) and Mr. James Lowther ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie 1464 
OPHTHALMIC CASES IN METROPOLITIAN Poor LAw ScHooLts—Question, Mr. 

Flower ; Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. T. 

W. Russell, Tyrone, 8.) : xis w ve oY . 1465 
SuTTon ScHOOLS—- PROVISION FoR Poor LAW CHILDREN. — Question, Mr. 

Flower (Bradford, W.) ; Answer, Mr. T. W. Russell a .» 1465 
CARMARTHEN Prison — Miss BRYANT’S SUPERANNUATION — Question, Mr. 

Lloyd Morgan ; Answer, Mr. T. W. Russell ‘ seh ES ... 1466 
BriTIsH Exports oF WAR MATERIALS—Question, Sir John Colomb; Answer, 

The Financial Secretary.to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) . 1467 
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High WycomBe Post OFFricE—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton; Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury .. in Be is oe “f a 


BLETCHLEY PosTMAN’s StRIPES—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower en 
Stepney) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ne is as is ‘ 


NATIONAL TELEPHONE CoMPANY—ROYALTIES—Questions, Mr. Henniker 
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Heaton and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury... 


PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS AT CULLYHANNA, CoUNTY ARMAGH—Question, Mr. 
T. M. Healy (Louth N.); Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... on is 


Irn1isH TRAVELLING Post OrriceEs—-LAVATORY rac Te NNSA Wt 
Mr. Steadman ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ah as ; 


CooTEHILL (CAVAN) ee Mr. Samuel oe a 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury .. ih ee 


Irish RurAL AUXILIARIES. AND THE TWEEDMOUTH REPORT—Question, 
Capt. Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... ind “ 


MALiLow Ruravt District—Roap REPAIR—Questions, Mr. William Abraham 
(Cork County, N.E.) ; Answers, The Chief Secretar yi} for Ireland janes G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


BUSINESS OF THE icc scsnili Mr. Herbert Roberts Yai 
W.), Gen. Russell, and Mr. dain sata ia ieee ket Answers, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Military Manceuvres Bill [Lords]—Ordered, That the Petition of the Belfast 
City and District Water Commissioners against dispensing with the Stand- 
Orders, in the case of the Military Manceuvres Bill + ai be referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders—(Mr. Caldwell) " 


HospPITALs (EXEMPTION FROM RaTES)—Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence, oe t up, and read. rage to lie bri the 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 273] 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S) PANEL—Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR air 
from the Chairmen’s Panel, That the Money-lending Bill [Lords], having 
been transferred from the Standing Committee for the consideration of 
Bills relating to Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing)), Shipping, 
and Manufactures, to the Standing Committee for the consideration of 
Bills relating to Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure, they 
had appointed Mr. Laurence Hardy to act as Chairman of the said Stand- 
ing — in = of the above-mentioned Bill. —— to lie — 
the Table ; 


ETT a Bill. amended, on consideration, to be printed 
Bill 293 


SELECTION (STANDING Siaiaeesidy i HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had added to the Standing Committee on 
Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure the following fifteen 
Members in respect of the Money-lending Bill [Lords a William 
Anson, Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Mr. Birrell, Mr. 
Vicary Gibbs, Sir Cameron Gull, Mr. Hazell, Mr. Lyttelton, Mr. MGhee, 
Mr. Maddison, Mr. Marks, Mr. Purvis, Major Rasch, Mr. iain and 
Mr. Lawson Waltgn. Report to lie upon the Table . , 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LorDS—That they have agreed to the Ecclesiastical 
Assessments (Scotland) Bill, without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to amend the Colonial 
Stock Acts, 1877 and 1892, and the Trustee Act, 1893.” Colonial Stock 
Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to amend the Law with regard to the 
Imitation of County Court Process.” Imitation of County Court Process 
Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to amend and consolidate the Law 
relating to Literary Copyright.” Copyright Bill [Lords] ... 


Copyright Bill {Lords|—Read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 295] ae ee 33 


NEW BILIS. 


MepicaL Acts AMENDMENT—Bill to amend the Medical Acts, 1858 to 1886, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Richard Jebb, Sir W Siew Anson, 
Mr. J. A. Campbell, Sir Michael Foster, Mr. r Lecky, Mr. Talbot, and Sir 
John Tuke ; . 


Medical Acts Amendment Bill—‘“To amend the Medical Acts, 1858 to 
1886,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 296] . 


PARLIAMENTARY VOTERS AND EEECTIONS—Bill to amend the law relating to 
the qualification and registration of Parliamentary Voters and to 
Parliamentary Elections, and to the ex penses of returning officers ; and 
for other purposes in relation thereto, ordered to be brought in by Captain 
Sinclair, Mr. Billson, Mr. Birrell, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 
Maurice Healy, Mr. Joseph A. Pease, and Mr. Seale-Hayne. 


Parliamentary Voters and Elections Bill—‘ To amend the law relating 
to the qualification and registration of Parliamentary Voters and to 
Parliamentary Elections, and to the expenses of returning officers ; and 
for other purposes in relation thereto,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time — Monday, 2 23rd July, and to be aaa 
[Bill 297] i 


Oi In Topacco—Bill to restrict the amount of oil in manufactured tobacco, 
ordered to be nae in ” Mr. Chancellor of the regres anya and 
Mr. Hanbury .. . ; ‘ é : 


Oil in Tobacco Bill—*“ To restrict the amount of oil in manufactured 
tobacco,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time on 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 298] 


SUPPLY—([18TH ALLotrED Day|—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


CiviL SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1900—1901. 


Cuass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£96,407, be granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Office of Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home Department 
and Subordinate Offices.” 
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Motion made and Question proposed, “That asum, not exceeding 
£96,307, be granted for the said Service.”—(Sir Charles Dilke. ) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Drage (Derby) ... 1486 Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) 1518 

Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 1489 Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, 8S.) ... 1520 

Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon- The Secretary of State for the 
Trent) ... . 1496 Home Department (Sir M. 

Mr. John Burns (Batter seit) 1498 White Lidley, Lancashire, 

Capt. Norton (Newington, Blackpool) .. 1523 
W. sa ini ... 1505 Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, 

Mr. Talbot (Oxford Univer- SW.) 1530 
sity) . 1509 Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, 

Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stock Wansbeck) .. 1533 
tom) si... nad ... 1512 Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, 

Mr. Middlemore (Birming- Shipley) at 1535 
ham, N.) nite .. 1518 


Question put. The Committee divided :—Ayes, 61 ; Noes, 95. (Division 
List No. 217.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


eae made, and Question propos sed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£96,207, be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Samuel Smith.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Soutiar (Dumfriesshire) 1550 Mr. H. J. Wilson (Yorkshire, 
Sir M. White Itidley ... 1552 W.h., Holmfirth)... 1564 
Mr. John Burns . 1553 Mr. Spicer (Monmouth Boroughs) 1565 

Sir Mark Stewart (Kivkeul- Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, 
brightshire) ne --- 1564 Be is vis et .-» 1565 
Sir M. White Ridley... . 1566 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£96,357, be granted for the said Service.”-—(Mr. Weir.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty)... 1571 
brightside) = ..» 1570 Mr. Havelock Wilson (Middles- 
rough) ie os sco LSE 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 11; Noes, 101. (Division List No. 218.) 
Original Question proposed. 


It being midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


House adjourned at two minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME LXXXV. 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in the 
last column refer to the page in this volume. “[H.L.]” following title indicates that 
the Bill was originated in the Lords. 





(A.) Hovusk or Lorps. 





Progress. 








ae Re? ; ~ ' 
Title of Bill. | Brought in by | 

he sailacoeea |-_—_—_—— 

Ancient | Monuments | _—— | Read 3¢ 3 July (363) 

. | 
Protection | 
| 
| 


Beer Retailers’ and Spirit | Read 2¢ 2 July (211); 
Grocers’ Licences | | Committee, 10 July (1098) 
(Ireland) (No. 2). 


*Burial Grounds —— | Committee, Report, 29 June 


| (50); Read 3¢ 6 July 

| | (763); Royal Assent, 10 
July (1077) 

Read 1¢ 3 July (364); Read 
2¢ 10 July (1096) ; Com- 
mittee, Report, 12 July 
(1299) 

Committee, Report, 29 June 
(50); Read 3¢ 2 July 

(213); Royal Assent, 10 

| | July (1077) 

*Colonial Stock [#.1. | | Karl of Halshury tead 22 July (221); Com- 

| mittee, Report 3 July 
(364); Read 3¢ 12 July 
(1299) 

Read 2¢ 29 June (8); Com- 
mittee, Report, 3 July 
(364); Read 3¢ 5 July 
(577); Royal Assent 9 
July (893) 

Lord Monkswell | Committee, 9 July (932) ; 
Report, 10 July (1098) ; 
Read 3° 12 July (1300) 

Read 1% 13 July (1446) 


*Charitable Loans (Ire- | orn 
land) 


Colonial Solicitors | Rees 


*Commonwealth of Aus- | Karl of Selborne 


tralia Constitution 


Copyright [H.1.] 


County and Borough | Lord Farquhar 
Franchise Assimila- | 
tion (London) | 

County Councils (Elec- | 
tions) Act (1891) | 
Amendment 


| 
a | Royal Assent 10 July (1077) 


*County Courts Ireland | Lord Ashbourne | Read 1°9 July (896); Read 
H.L. ; 2" 12 July (1298) 

*County Surveyors (Ire- | —— Royal Assent 10 July (1077) 
land) 


Lord Monkswell Report 6 July (759); Read 
| 3° 9 July (934) 
Read 249 July (926) ; Com- 
mittee 12 July (1299) 
(Isle —- Read 1° 3 July (364) 


Cremation [H.L. ] 


Cruelty to Wild Animals | —— 
in Captivity 
*Customs Duties 

of Man) 
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House or Lorps—cont. 


rm 








Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 





Diocesan 
[H.L. | 
District Councillors and 

Guardians (Term of 


Office) 


Registration 


*Ecclesiastical Assess- 
ments (Scotland) 


Executors (Scotland) 
*Housing of the Working 
Classes Act (1890) 
Amendment 
*Imitation of County 
Court Process [H.L. ] 


Land Registry (New 
Buildings) 


*Lunacy Regulation (Ire- 

land) [H.L.] 

Marriage Act Amend- 
ment [H.L. ] 

Members of Local Au- 
thorities Relief [H.L.] 

Merchant Shipping 
(Liability of Ship- 
owners and others) 

Militia Ballot [H.L.] 


*Military Lands [H.L.] 


Mines (Prohibition of 
Child Labour Under- 
ground): 

*Naval Reserve (Mobili- 
sation) 

Prevention of Corrup- 
tion [H.L.] 

*Railways (Prevention of 
Accidents) 


Town Councils (Scotland) 


Union of Benefices Act | 


1860], Amendment 
HLL. | 

Veterinary 
Amendment 


*Volunteers [H.L. ] 


Surgeons 


Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Act (1897) 
Extension 











| 
| 
| 


Archbishop of Canterbury 


Earl of Halshury 


Lord Ashbourne 
Archbishop of Canterbury 
Duke of Northumberland 


Earl of Wemyss 
Marquess of Lansdowne 


Lord Russell of Killowen 
Lord James of Hereford 


Archbishop of Canterbury 


Marquess of Lansdowne 











Progress. 


Read 2*2 July (212); Com 
mittee 9 July (896) 


Read 2¢ 3 July (363); Com- 


mittee, Report, 5 July 
(577); Read 3¢ 6 July 
(770); Royal Assent, 10 
July (1077) 

Read 2¢ 29 June (5) ; Com- 
mittee, Report, 5 July 
(571); Read 3¢ 12 July 
(1299) 

Read 1¢ 3 July (364) 

Read 1¢ 13 July (1446) 


Committee, Report, 5 July 
(577); Read 3¢ 12 July 
(1299) 

Committee, Report 6 July 
(763); Read 3¢ 10 July 
(1098) 

Read 3¢ 10 July (1098) 


Report, 5 July (591) 


Read 1¢ 29 June (5); Read 
2* 9 July (924) 

Read 2¢ 12 July (1289); 
Committee, 13 July (1433) 


Second Reading rejected, 2 
July (188) 

Read 3¢ 29 June (50); 
Bill passed 2 July (214) 
Report, 29 June (50); Read 

3% 2 July (213) 


Royal Assent, 10 July (1077) 


Report, 29 June (50); Read 
3¢ 2 July (213) 
Committee, 5 July (570); 
Report, 12 July (1299); 
Read 3¢ 13 July (1437) 
Read 1¢ 29 June (56); 
Read 2¢ 10 July (1096) 
Xead 3¢ 5 July (591) 


Read 1% 5 July (595); Read 
2¢ 13 July (1445) 

Report, 29 June (50); Read 
3¢ 2 July (214) 

Read 2¢ 5 July (571); 
Committee, 6 July (763) ; 
Report, 13 July (1430) 
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166 


95 


(B.) House or Commons. 








Title of Bill. 


*Agricultural Holdings 


*Charitable Loans (Ireland) 
Copyright [H.L.] 


Assimilation 


*Customs Duties (Isle of Man) 

| Diocesan Records [H.L.] 

Education’ of the Blind (Scot- 
land) 

Executors (Scotland) 





*Housing of the Working Classes 
Act (1890) Amendment 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| Medical Acts Amendment 
*Military Lands [H.L.] 

* Military Manoeuvres [H.L.] 
/*Oil in Tobacco 
| Parliamentary 
Elections 

'*Post Office Sites 


Voters ana 


*Public Works Loans 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| Railway and Canal Traffic Act 


| 
| 
| (1888) Amendment 
| 





| 
County and Borough Franchise | 


Mr. 


MM 


MW Fs 


Ah 


Sir J. Stirling-Mac- 


Lrought in by 


Loug 


Atkinson 





Loder 


. Hanbury 





well 


Mr. Thos. Shav 


Mr. Chaplin 


Sir 


R. Jebb . 





Sir M. Hicks-Beuch 


Capt. Sinclair 


Mr. 


MW r, 


Sir H. Vincent 


Hanbury 


Hanbury 





| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| 
! 


Progress. 


(325) ; 
(1138) ; 
(1245) ; 
(1337) 


| Consideration, 2 July 


10. July 
ll July 
12 July 


tead 3 2 July (359) 


| Read 1° 


(1474) 


13 July 


Consideration, 10 July 


(1226) ; 
Reading, 


(1424) 


Third 
12 July 


| Read 3’ 2 July (360) 
Read 1° 9 July (970) 


Committee, 
(491) 


3 July 


| Consideration, Third 


Reading, 
(360) 


2 July 


Consideration, 2 July 
(290); Third Read- 
ing, 12 July (1394) 





Read 1’ 6 July (800) 
tead 1° 2 July (290) 
Read 1’ 13 July (1475) 
Read 1° 13 July (1475) 


Committee, 
(723) ; 
(1283) 


~ 


5 July 
11 July 


Read 1° 2 July (290) ; 
Second Reading 10 


July (1 


224) ; 


11 


July (1231) 
Read 1° 2 July (559) 








76 |*Reserve Forces [H.L,] Read 1° 2 July (290) 
97 |*Tithe Rent-charge (Ireland) Mr. Atkinson Committee 3 July 
(434); 4 July (517); 
| 5 July (673); 9 
July (993) 
138 | Veterinary Surgeons Amend- | Sir 7. Gibson Car- | Read 3° 4 July (559) 
| ment. michael | 
286 |*Volunteers [H.L. ——— | Read 1° 6 July (800) 
281 | Wild Birds Protection Mr. Bigwood | Xead 1° 3 July (434) 
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THE 





PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN 


THE 


SEVENTH SESSION or THE TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 
Unrreo Kincpom or GREAT BRITAIN anp IRELAND, APPOINTED 


TO MEET THE 30TH JANUARY 1900, 


HER 


EIGHTH VOLUME OF SESSION 1900. 


IN THE 63RD YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA. 





HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 29th June, 1900. 





LORD INCHIQUIN. 


Ordered and Directed, by the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament 
assembled, That a Certificate be sent by 
the Clerk of the Parliaments to the Clerk 
of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom 
has reported to the House of Lords that 
the right of the Lord Inchiquin to vote at 
the elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland has been established to the satis- 
faction of him the said Lord Chancellor ; 
and that the House of Lords has ordered 
such report to be sent to the said Clerk of 
the Crown in Ireland. And it is hereby 
also Ordered, That the said Report of the 
said Lord Chancellor be sent to the Clerk 
of the Crown in Ireland. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 
A Petition of Messrs. Bircham and 
Company, of No. 46, Parliament Street, 
Westminster, Parliamentary agents, 
praying for ‘leave to present a Petition of 
the Strand District Board of Works 


[FourTH SERIEs.] 


VOL. LXXXV. 


praying to be heard by counsel against the 
Bill, although the time limited by Stand- 
ing Order. No. 93 for presenting such 
Petition has expired ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table ; and Standing Order 
No. 93 to be considered on Monday next,. 
in order to its being dispensed with in 
respect of the said Petition. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL- 
FIELDS MARKET) BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That it is not expedient to proceed 
further with the Bill; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


MORLEY CORPORATION BILL [u.1.]. 
Reported with Amendments. 


WORKINGTON RAILWAYS AND DOCKS. 
BILL [H.L.]. 


The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee with. 
Amendments. 


WELLINGBOROUGH AND DISTRICT 
TRAMROADS BILL. 


The Queen’s consent signified; and 
Bill reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 
The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill 





reported with Amendments. 
A 








3 Returns, {LORDS} Reports, &c. 4 


BRITISH GASLIGHT COMPANY (STAF- {| LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
FORDSHIRE POTTERIES) BILL. BILL [H.L.]. 


Reported without amendment. | Commons Amendment considered (ac- 
| cording to Order), and agreed to. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL [H.L.]. | 
IDON AND SAN FRANCISC ANK | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

LONDON ve a O BANK | ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 

Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 


HAMMOND (G. H.) COMPANY BILL d 
[H.L.]. | passed. 
Read 3¢, and passed, and sent to the , EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
Commons. { ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [H.1.]. 
NORTH oe WATER | Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
: “7 passed, and’sent to the Commons. 
Read 34, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. —§ ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


| ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. (No. 146.) 
WIDNES AND RUNCORN BRIDGE — |, ONDON (CLERKENWELL AND HOL- 
BILL. BORN) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Read 3¢ with the Aiendments;} (N0. 147.) 
further Amendments made; Bill passed, ' LONDON (POPLAR) — PROVISIONAL 
and returned to the Commons. ORDER BILL. (No. 148.) 
Read 1¢; to be printed; and referred 
BRAY AND Se RAILWAY | to the Examiners. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL. RETURNS, REPORTS, ETV. 


TOTTENHAM URBAN DISTRICT —_ 
COUNCIL BILL. ARMY. 


. » ons: yes a. ° . . 
Brought from roig slaw ea ; read 1*; Return respecting. Laid before the 
and referred to the Examiners. House, pursuant to Order dated 25th 


May, 1900. 
BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION (STOCK) 


BILL [H.1. }. LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 
SCOTTISH AMERICAN INVESTMENT) Orders made by the Light Railway 
COMPANY, LIMITED, BILL [H.L.}. Commissioners, and modified and con- 


‘firmed by the Board of Trade, authoris- 


Returned from the Commons agreed | * ; 
ing the construction of — 


to. 
J. A light railway in the county of 
READING CORPORATION (TRAM- East Sussex, from Robertsbridge 
WAYS) BILL. to Pevensey. 
Reported from the Select Committee Jy, A light railway in the county of 
with Amendments. | Gloucester, from Cheltenham to 
Cleve Hill. 
MIDLAND RATLW AY BILL. Ill. A light railway in the county of 
Report from the Committee of Selec- Sussex, from Bexhill to St. 
tion, That the Duke of Sutherland be Leonards. 


proposed to the House as a member of Ty 4 jight railway at Cheltenham in 
the Select Committee on the said Bill in tl = ig? 
1e county of Gloucester. 
the place of the Lord Muncaster ; read, 
and agreed to. LUNACY. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL Fiftyfourth Report of the Commis- 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [1.1]. sioners in Lunacy to the Lord Chancellor 
, : (appendices and tables of contents, etc., 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | to follow) 
(No. 1) BILL [H.1.}. : 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and| Presented (by Command), and ordered 
passed, and sent to the Commons. to lie on the Table. 
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5 Ecclesiastical Assessments 
FINANCE. 


{29 JuNE 1900} 


(Scotland) Bill. 6 


| House passes the Bill and it becomes law 


Finance accounts of the United King- | I believe that in practice it will effect its 
dom for the year ended 31st March, | object. Ido not propose to go into the 


1900. 


WOODS, FORESTS, AND LAND 
REVENUES. 
Seventy-eighth Report of the Commis- 
sioners, dated 29th June, 1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


MEDWAY CONSERVANCY. 
Statement of receipts and expenditure 
for the year from 25th March, 1899, to 
25th March, 1900. Delivered (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


HOSPITALS (EXEMPTION FROM 
RATES), 

Leave given to the Marquess of Bristol 
to attend the Select Committee of the 
House of Commons, pursuant to message 
of Tuesday last, if he think fit, and his 
Lordship consenting thereto, a message 
ordered to be sent to the Commons to 
acquaint them therewith. 


NEW BILL. 


MEMBERS OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES 
RELIEF BILL [u.1.}. 

A Bill to relieve members of county 
councils and others from disqualification 
—was presented by the Duke of Northum- 
berland; read 1¢; and to be printed. 
(No. 144.) 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL, 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(lord Bairour of BuRLEIGH): My 
Lords, in rising te move the Second 
Reading of this Bill, which has already 
passed the House of Commons, I shall 
not detain your Lordships for many 
minutes. The Bill is designed for the 


temoval of a grievance of old standing, | 


me which is perfectly well known to 
noble Lords from Scotland, and if the 


| history of ecclesiastical assessments in 
| Scotland. I believe that history is per- 
'fectly familiar to noble Lords from Scot- 
‘land who are interested in the question, 
and I am not sanguine enough to suppose 
that I should be able to interest noble 
Lords who do not belong to Scotland in a 
subject of this kind. The position of 
matters is this. The obligation to provide 
Church accommodation, a house for the 
| Minister, and a burial ground for the 
parish has been for a great number of 
years « burden upon the land of the 
parish. If there is anything in the 
argument, of which we hear a good 
deal sometimes in other connections, 
that such and such a rate is an 
hereditary burden upon property, then 
this burden is one out of which the land- 
owners in Scotland have no title to escape. 
So long as a parish remains purely rural 
in its character I think that even at the 
present time no one can make out that 
any grievance exists; but it is different 
when the character of a parish has changed 
from rural to urban, when a good deal of 
building has taken place, and when that 
system of allotting land for building, 
which in Scotland is known as feuing, 
has proceeded to any considerable extent. 
By a series of legal decisions, and by the 
operation of the Valuation Act, passed in 
1854, two distinct systems of raising 
ecclesiastical assessments are now in 
practice. In rural parishes the assess- 
ment is, speaking generally, laid on 
what is known as the old ¥alued-rent, 
and in parishes where much building 
has taken place very often the real rent 
has been substitated for this purpose for 
the old valued-rent. At the present time 
it is possible for any one valued-rent 
heritor to insist that the real rent shall 
be brought into practice. The object of 
this Bill is to provide that if at a meeting 
of valued-rent heritors a majority of two 
thirds in value of the valued - rent 
heritors prefer to retain the old system 
they shall be at liberty to do _ so, 
and, if not, then the parishes will be 
assessed for this purpose on the real 
rent. The main part of the Bill is con- 
tained in the clause which provides for 
the case of parishes in which the real 
rent either has been brought in in the 
past or will be brought in in the future. 
In those cases a grievance does press upon 
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those heritors who are feuars and those | 
of small amount, and the object of the | 
Bill is to make legal a transaction which | 
is very often carried into effect at the | 
present time. It is proposed in this Bill to | 
effect the exemption altogether of heritors | 
under £50. But there is this condition 
attached, that the authorities of the Church 
in the parish shall be prepared to pay 
the amount which would have been raised | 
from those exempted under this Bill. 
By this Bill the Church is not asking 
anything for herself but is only asking 
Parliament to permit her to relieve rate- 
payers from certain charges which are 
now levied upon them by legal sanction, 
but which are sometimes imposed under 
conditions which involve practical hard- 
ship. The Bill is only to make legal a 
method which is often at the present 
moment arrived at as a private com- 
promise, but which in practice is liable to 
be obstructed by a small minority of 
individuals, for the purpose not of re- 
lieving themselves of the burden, but of 
making as much difliculty for the Church 
as possible. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a. 
second time.”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) | 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
shall not detain the House for more than 
a few moments in referring to the state- | 
ment the noble Lord bas just made—the 
Bill is of too small a character to warrant 
me in doing so. In Scotland at this 
moment we have in full blast a system of 
supporting the Church by tithes and 
Church rates, both being charges upon the 
land. The Church rates are used, as the 
noble Lord has stated, for the building 
and repairing of churches and manses 
and the provision of burial grounds. 
These charges have always been willingly 
paid by the landowners, but a difficulty 


has arisen in collecting them from the | 
smaller landowners in different parishes. | 


To meet that grievance, surely one of two 


courses would have been proper—either | 


the Church rates should have been 
abclished altogether and the duty of 


building and maintaining church fabrics | 


and manses thrown upon the congregation 
attending them ; or, if you are not ready 
to take so heroic aremedy as that, at any 


rate, to meet particular grievances you | 


should have said that landowners below a 
certain valuation should not be charged 
at all. This Bill proposes to do neither 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


{LORDS} 
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of these two things. On the one hand it 
says that the larger landowners may 
hold a meeting of their own, and 
that if two-thirds, reckoned by valua- 
tion, of those landowners are in favour 
of relieving the smaller landowners 


altogether they may do so, and levy the 


amount on themselves, by which there is 
always a possibility of a certain number 
of the landowners in the parish having 


‘thrown upon them extra burdens to 


which they have not assented. This 
seems a doubtful way of dealing with the 
matter. On the other hand, it is pro- 
posed that, where the whole of the land- 
owners in the parish are to be retained in 
the assessments, then, if the kirk session 
is willing, it may cause a certain amount 
to be struck off the valuation of all the 
landowners of the parish, providing the 
deficiency is made up by the kirk session. 
I have never heard of a kirk session being 
a body which had very much money to 
dispose of, and I should like to know 
where they are to get the money from 
with which to do this. I suppose they 
will have to rely upon voluntary contri- 
butions or bazaars. This is the first time 
I have heard a proposal in an Act of 
Parliament that rates should be assisted, 
with the sanction of Parliament, by 
voluntary contributions. I do _ not 
think the noble and learned Lord 
will say that I have misinterpreted 
the provisions of his Bill, which seems to 
me to be founded neither on good 
principle nor on courageous opinions. In 
practice it will be of little importance, for 
in many parishes the principle is already 
adopted by the consent of the landowners. 
I shall, therefore, content myself by 
saying not content when the question is. 
put from the Woolsack. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill rea? 2¢ 
accordingly ; and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Thursday 
next. 


COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA 
CONSTITUTION BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
| Reading read. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE. 
|'FoR THE COLONIES (The Earl of 
| SELBORNE) : My Lords, I would especially 
|invite your attention to the unique 
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it circumstances under which the move- a majority of all the electors voting in all 
y ment for federation in Australia, which the States are also in favour of the pro- 
d has ended in the Bill now before your posed law, it passes, and must then be 
\- Lordships for consideration, has had its | presented to the Governor General for 
r origin, and brought its history, I hope, | the Queen’s assent. I think I ought to 
8 almost to the point of fulfilment. The | assure my noble and learned friend Lord 
e Constitution of the United States of | James of Hereford, that in those colonies 
$ America was born of a struggle for where there is womanhood suffrage as 
r national independence. The Constitution | well as manhood suffrage, only half the 
4 of the Dominion of Canada was accepted number of votes are allowed to count. I 
Oo as the solution of internal political would ask your Lordships to observe that 
is troubles constantly recurring over a no proposed alteration of the Constitution 
6 course of many years,: and sometimes the object of which is, either (1) to 
- acute. The consolidation of the German | diminish the proportionate representation 
\- Empire was rendered possible by the of any State in the Senate or House of 
n victories of a great war. It has been | Representatives, or (%) to diminish the 
n reserved for the people and thestatesmen minimum number of representatives, or 
t of Australia alone to determine to (3) to alter in any way the limits of a 
6 federate out of what I may call pure State, or (4) to affect the provisions of 
e reason. They, and they alone, have the Constitution in relation to any particu- 
1. looked to the future, and, as custodians lar State, may become law unless it is 
5 of the interest of their descendants, approved by the majority of the electors 
o have determined to consolidate the voting in the State which will be affected 
of colonies of Australia in one great com-_ by the proposed alteration. I would ask 
n monwealth. The fact that this movement you to compare those provisions for a 
y has existed and the work has been com- | change of the Constitution with the pro- 
pleted under no special pressure calls, I visions that obtain in the United States 
1e: think, for a tribute of admiration from us, of America. You will notice that in the 
if because it must have greatly added to the | case of the Commonwealth of Australia a 
1, difficulties of the statesmen who had the | proposed change must not only be passed 
v task in hand. They had to reconcile six | by a majority of the people in a majority 
ot different States, each with divergent of the States, but also by a total majority 
d interests, each with its own separate of those voting in all the States on the 
d local conditions and its own separate | question. In the Constitution of the 
iO» history, and in each of which had arisen | United States there are two methods of 
yd. the usual growth of vested interests ; and | effecting a change of the Constitution, but 
n to have completed the work of federation I will only mention one which, I believe, 
or without any very great pressure is a most has been invariably used in all the changes 
ly remarkable performance, and one that will | of the Constitution which have taken 
- place the statesmen of Australia on alevel place. Congress, 7.¢., the Senate and the 
i with those statesmen who have been | House of Representatives, may, by a two- 
is admired by the world for the Constitutions | thirds vote in each House, prepare and 

they gave to America and the Dominion | propose Amendments. Those Amend- 
fa of Canada. I would ask you, my Lords, ments, when so prepared and proposed 
: before you read this Bill asecond time, to by Congress, must then be submitted 
el take note of some very,remarkable features to the Legislatures of the States, and 
iy in the Constitution embodied in the Bill. | they are only passed if the Legislatures of 

First of all, there are the provisions for a | three-fourths of the States ratify them. 

change in the Constitution in the future, | I think your Lordships will see that in 

if necessary. Any law for altering this one point, at any rate, these two pro- 

Constitution must be passed by an absolute cesses are likely to have the same effect. 

majority of each House of Parliament, In neither case is it probable that any 

that is, the Senate and House of Repre-| Amendment of the Constitution can be 
nd. sentatives. When so passed it must be | made to which a majority of the people 

submitted to the vote of the electors in | are opposed. If you come to consider the 

each State who are qualified to vote for | converse proposition, whether it is pos- 
rE. the election of members in the House of | sible or likely that a change in the Con- 
of Representatives. If in a majority of the | stitution, which the majority of the people 
ly States a majority of the electors who vote | really desire, may not be effected owing 
ue are in favour of the proposed law, and if to the process which the Constitution 
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enjoins, then I must say I think the | 


advantage lies with the Constitution of 
the Commonwealth of Australia. It is 
obviously more difficult to make a change 
in the Constitution of the United States 
than it would be in the Constitution of 
the Commonwealth of Australia. The 
only comment I would make upon 
that is that it seems to me that the 
proposals in the Commonwealth Bill 
are more truly democratic than 
those of the United States. I use 
that term with its ordinary grammatical 
meaning and without any attribution of 
merit or demerit Under this Bill the 
final arbiters on a question of a change of 
the Constitution are the people — the 
voters. The next provision to which I 
would call your Lordships’ especial atten- 
tion, one of very peculiar interest for 
this House, is the provision against a 
deadlock between the two Houses. Section 
57 runs as follows— 

“When the House of Representatives has 

passed a law which the Senate rejects or fails 
to pass, or amends in a way to whieh the 
House of Representatives will not agree, the 
House of Representatives may, if it wishes to 
force matters to a conclusion, again pass the 
law with or without any amendments emanat- 
ing from the Senate, atter an interval of three 
months. If the Senate again rejects it or 
omits to pass it, or amends it as above, the 
Governor-General may dissolve both Houses 
simultaneously, but such dissolution must not 
take place within six months of the natural 
date of dissolution of the House of Represen- 
tatives.” 
I may say here, in passing, that the 
House of Representatives must be re- 
elected every three years, but the Senate 
as a body is never dissolved, except under 
the provision which I have just quoted. 
A member of the Senate is elected for six 
years. Half of the first Senate will be 
elected for only three years, and after 
that a half will be elected every three 
years. So you will see this is a very 
special provision for a dissolution of the 
whole Senate in the case of a deadlock. 
The section continues— 

‘If after dissolution the new House of Repre- 
sentatives again passes the law with or with- 
out any amendments emanating from the 
Senate, and the Senate again rejects it, or 
fails to pass it, or amends it as above, the 
Governor-General may convene a joint sitting 
of the members of both Houses. The joint 
sitting may deliberate together on the — 
law, and on any amendments as to which the 
two Houses have disagreed. After delibera- 
tion the next step is to vote on the law. 
This they must do together, and if the law 


The Earl of Selb rn. 


{LORDS} 


, Houses. 


itself, with or without Amendments, is carried | a8 States. 
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by an absolute majority of the total number of 
members of the two Houses, the law as 

by the joint sitting will be regarded as duly 
passed by both Houses.” 


Your Lordships will observe that the 
terms all through are permissive and not 
obligatory. ‘‘ The Governor-General may 
dissolve both Houses.” That is, of course, 
the Governor-General acting on the advice 
of his Ministers. “The Governor- 
General may convene a joint sitting of the 
two Houses.” He is not obliged to do so, 
but may do so on the advice of his 
Ministers. But when once this meeting 
of the two Houses is convened then the 
vote—the final vote—must be given by 
the two Houses sitting as one House, 
though the deliberations which take place 
previous to the vote may, if they like, im 


each case be separate. There is a 
variation to which I would draw 
your Lordships’ attention in those 


cases where the disagreement is as toa 
change in the Constitution. In the case 
of an ordinary disagreement this process. 
is only applicable if the Bill on which the 
dispute has occurred has emanated from 
the House of Representatives. There is 
no corresponding privilege to the Senate 
in the case of a Bill which has emanated 
from the Senate. But if the Bill as to 
which disagreement exists is a Bill pro- 
posing a change in the Constitution, 
then the same privilege obtains in the case 
of both Houses. My Lords, the observa- 
tions that I would make to youas regards 
this process are two-fold. In the first 
place, I believe it is the very first time 
that in an Anglo-Saxon Constitution any 
attempt has been made to provide for a 
solution of a deadlock between the two 
Houses. There is no such provision in 
the Constitution of the United States of 
America ; there is no such provision in 
the Constitution of the Dominion of 
Canada. The second observation 
I would make is that the plan 
in this Bill has this merit: that it 
goes to the root of the whole matter and 
refers the final decision to the electorate 
—it does not leave the decision to one of 
the two Houses which are parties to the 
dispute. Therefore, whatever decision is 


‘arrived at is one that must be accepted 


as final and conclusive by all parties. I 


| would briefly point out to your Lordships 


the provisions for the election of the two 
The Senate is devised specially 
as a representative Chamber of the States 
Each original State has six 
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Senators, no matter what its area or’ 


population may be. The electors for the 
Senate are the same as those for the 
House of Representatives, and in the ab- 
sence of any provision to be made by 
Parliament in the future the electors vote 
in each State as one electorate. The 
election, as I have already mentioned, is | 
for six years. In the case of the Senators 
first elected, half of them are chosen by 
lot to go out at the end of three years. 
The House of Representatives is to 
have a total number of Members 
which is to be double the total 
of the Members of the Senate, and which 
are to be allotted to each State in pro- 
portion to their respective populations. 
The States are to be divided into con- 
stituencies for the purpose of this election 
by their own State Parliaments if they 
wish. In default of such legislation the 
electors will vote as one electorate. The 
electorate for the Commonwealth Parlia 
ment is in each State to be the same as 
the electorate for its own Chamber. And 
here I must commiserate with my noble 
and learned friend whom I congratulated 
just now, on the fact that the rights of 
women voters in those States where 
womanhood suffrage prevails are carefully 
guarded by Section 41 of the Bill. The 
election of the House of Representatives 
is to be triennial, and each member is to 
get a remuneration of £400 per annum. 
No man can sit in both Houses. The 
feature of this Constitution which seems 
to me to most differentiate it from the 
American Constitution is that through- 
out it strictly follows the English plan of 
uniting the Legislature to the Executive, 
and in taking care that the Government 
of the day is armed with the full 
authority of the people who elect the 
majority in the Chamber. Your Lord- 
ships will appreciate the reason why I 
lay stress upon that if I remind you 
what the condition of affairs is under 
the Constitution of the United States of 
America. There the President is elected 
once in every four years. The House 
of Representatives is elected once in 
every two years, and one-third of the 
Senate is elected every two years. The | 
result is that, although all authority in| 
the United States necessarily and ex- | 
clusively emanates from the people, yet 
It never so emanates at one moment. 
The will of the people of to-day is con- | 
stantly influenced by the will of the 
people of yesterday and _ to-morrow. | 


{29 JuNE 1900} 
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That is not our English plan, and the 
Constitution of Australia strictly follows 
the English plan. There can be no doubt 
that under it the Government of the Com- 
monwealth of the day will represent the 
opinion of the Australian people at the 
moment of the last election. Of course, 
one of the most difficult class of questions 
that meets the framers of a Constitution 
like this is the principle on which the 
separation of power between the Federal 
Parliament and the local or State Parlia- 
ments is to be devised. The principle of 
this Bill is very simple. Section 52 
defines the very few subjects in respect to 
which the Commonwealth Parliament is 
to have exclusive authority. There is a 
catalogue in Section 51 of the subjects 
with which the Federal Parliament may 
deal concurrently with the State Parlia- 
ments. The only powers, in fact, in 
matters of legislation which are taken 
away from the State Parliaments are those 
referred to in Section 52. The Common- 
wealth Parliament may extend its legis- 
lative horizon and deal with other matters 
if referred to it by the State Parliaments, 
and these provisions give that general 
character of elasticity to the Constitution 
which, I think, is its most prominent fea- 
ture. The framers have made a deliberate 
choice between what I will call the rigidity 
of the American Constitution and the 
flexibility of the English Constitution, and 
although not able to allow that flexibility 
which has been of such great advantage 
in this country, yet the Constitution is 
framed on lines of flexibility rather than 


‘on lines of rigidity, and I do not think 


that any of your Lordships will doubt 
that in making this choice the framers of 
the Bill have followed a true instinct of 
the British race. It is in strict accordance 
with the political instincts of our race that 
our machinery should be of such a kind 
that it can be changed and developed as 
the times and conditions alter, and that 
we should not now attempt to stereotype 
a particular machinery which our descen- 
dants may not be able to change or 
alter, however much the condition of 
the country required it. There is one 
subject which I have not yet touched 
upon. I have referred to these matters 
because their importance has been rather 


| obscured in the other House of Parliament 


by the attention which has been devoted 
to Clause 74. That is the clause, as your 


Lordships are well aware, which deals 


with the question of appeal to the Privy 
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Council. Considerable controversies have 
centred upon that clause—controversies 
which your Lordships on both sides of the 
House will be glad have ended so happily. 
What I wish to explain briefly is the 
exact position of the matter as it has been 
left by, I will not say the compromise, 
but by the solution arrived at with the 
consent of all parties. The position of 
the Dominion of Canada with respect to 
appeals to the Privy Council has been 
generally it om as a model for our 
admiration. Now, in what respect will 
the right of appeal in Australia differ 
from the right of appeal in Canada? In 
Canada an appeal may be taken by a 
litigant from one of the inferior courts 
direct to the Supreme Court of Canada, 
or to the Privy Council. 
an Australian litigant will have the same 
privilege. In Canada, if a litigant has 
chosen to go to the Supreme Court of 
Canada, he may appeal from the decision 
of that court to the Privy Council with 
and by leave of the Privy Council. In 
Australia a litigant will have the same 
privilege, except in one special class of 
cases where the question which has arisen 
is the limits infer se of the powers of any 
State, qua the Commonwealth, or of one 
State qua another State. In those cases 
litigants may still have the liberty of 
appeal to the Privy Council from the High 
Court of Australia, only the leave for that 
appeal 1s to be given not by the Privy 
Council, but by the High Court from 
which the appeal is to be carried. That 
is a very slight variation. It has been 
contended, I know, that its effect in ques- 
tions involving constitutional issues is to 
make the High Court of Australia a co- 
ordinate court with the Privy Council. 
I speak. with great diffidence in the 
presence of legal authorities, being no 
legal authority myself, but I understand 
that there is a strict precedent in the law 
of this country. At the present moment 
there are appeals in questions of bank- 
ruptcy from the Divisional Court to the 
Court of Appeal ; and it is not the Court 
of Appeal but the Divisional Court which 
gives the leave to appeal, and no one will 
argue that the power of the Divisional 
Court to give leave to appeal constitutes 
it ipso facto a co-ordinate authority with 
the court to which it gives leave to 
appeal. If any doubt should remain in 
any of your Lordships’ minds as to 
whether this settlement has obtained the 
full concurrence of the Australian colonies 


The Earl of Selborne. 
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and people, perhaps you will allow me to 
read a few communications which have 
reached us since such communications as 
we had received had been laid before 
Parliament. The present Agent General 
of Victoria, Sir Andrew Clarke, writes 
under date 21st June— 

“T have pleasure in communicating to you 
the following telegram, which I have received 
from my Government: ‘Commonwealth Bill. 
Inform Secretary of State for Colonies Victoria 
approves Clause as now altered, and hopes 
speedy passage of Bill. Thank Secretary of 
| State for Colonies for great trouble, kindl 
| interest, and congratulate him on successfu 
| settlement.’ ” 





| Earl Beauchamp telegraphs from Syd- 
ney— 


“ Resolution passed by Legislative Assembly 
preferring Clause 74 in Bill as submitted by 
Australian Colonies, but, failing that, desiring 
compromise mentioned in your telegram of 
16th instant. Telegram sent to New South 
Wales delegate late last night asking him to 
convey decision to you.” 


Lord Tennyson telegraphs from South 
Australia— 


“Cabinet Ministers cordially acknowledge 
your continued efforts and of Imperial Govern- 
ment to reconcile what appeared to be to them 
the conflicting interests of Australia and 
Empire in connection with appeal clauses of 
Commonwealth Bill, and rejoice at prospect of 
early accomplishment of Federal union.” 


Viscount Gormanston telegraphs from 
Tasmania— 


“Referring to your telegram of 2lst June 
| Ministers request me to send you following 
| message :—‘ Begins: They desire to express 
| gratification that whilst safeguarding British 
| interests you have given to Australian colonies 
| wider scope for the development of national 
| life, and to express gratitude for patience and 
tact exercised by you throughout the conduct 
of deliberations and negotiations.’” 





Lord Lamington sends the following tele- 
gram from Queensland— 


“On behalf of my Ministers and myself I 
desire to offer you my hearty congratulations 
on the successful manner in which you have 
overcome the difficulties arising out of earlier 
proposals for amendment of Clause 74, Com- 
monwealth Bill, and to express appreciation 
of satisfactory nature of the compromise in 
the clause as now passed.” 





The result of those communications is to 
_ show that while the Governments referred 
| to would have preferred Clause 74 as 
——— from Australia to this country, 
yet they accept the arrangement pro- 
| posed, and I think it is not unfair to say 
| that all the other colonies concerned are 
| completely satisfied with the clause as 
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now framed, including those who were 
colonies, and without having said a word 


supposed to be most strongly in favour of 
the original form of Clause 74. I believe 
the solution arrived at is one which not 


only commends itself to the Australian | 


people, but one which will be found to 
work well in practice; and I will only 
conclude by asking your Lordships to 
read the Bill a second time, and to join 
with me in offering the heartiest con- 
gratulations of this House to the States- 
men and the people of Australia. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill now be read a 
second time.” —(The Earl of Selborne). 


Ear CARRINGTON : My Lords, the 
House has listened, with the attention 
that it deserves, to the very clever, re- 
markable, and interesting speech which 
has just been made by the noble Earl the 
Under Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
It was an interesting speech, because, for 
the first time, we have some idea of what 
the real intentions of Her Majesty’s 
Government have been in regard to this 
measure, which, up to the present time, 
have been both confused and confusing ; 
it was remarkable for its omissions as well 
as for the paucity of its admissions ; and 
it was extraordinary for the cleverness 
with which the noble Ear! skated over the 
thinnest of ice, threw difficulties behind 
him as if they never existed, and almost 
made the House believe that there had 
never been any crisis on this question at 
all. Indeed, so dexterous was his way of 
dealing with the subject, that while he 
was speaking I could not help thinking 
that [ was in one of the Parliament 
Houses at Cape Town, where, as your 
Lordships know, the custom is that the 
same Minister can bring in a Bill in both 
Houses, though he can only vote in one. 
The noble Karl’s work was so skil- 
fully done that I thought the same 
skilful hand that piloted the Bill 
through the other House was now 
starting it on its passage through your 
Lordships’ House. Verily, though the 
voice was the voice of Jacob, the hand 
was the hand of the well-known and astute 
political Esau. 
say one single word as to the manner in 


{29 JunE 1600} 


The noble Earl did not | 
| objection to it, and it was not at first 


which this great question originated, and | 


T hope your Lordships will bear with me 


fora few minutes while I refer to it. The - 


Federation of Australia first came within 
the range of practical politics in the 


month of October, 1889, when Sir Henry 
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Parkes, to the great amazement of the 


to the Cabinet, made a great speech in 
which he said that the time had come for 
the federation of the Australian colonies. 
The idea ran like wildfire all over the 
great Continent of Australia, and in the 
early part of the following year, 1890, in 
spite of the difficulties of the Federal 
Council—which, as your Lordships will 
remember, was a Council of the different 
States of Australia, with the exception of 
the Free Trade State of New South 
Wales—which were eventually got over 
—a Convention was held, I think, at 
Melbourne, at which Lord Hopetoun, 
who for five years was the repre- 
sentative of the Queen in the great 
colony of Victoria, made his first ap- 
pearance in public. The toast of 
“United Australia” was responded to 
by Sir Henry Parkes, who made a speech 
worthy of the man and of the occasion. 
I need not weary your Lordships by men- 
tioning the difficulties that arose. There 
were the Free Trade and Protection diffi- 
culty, the military difficulty, and, of 
course, there was the great question as to 
whether the capital was to be Melbourne 
or Sydney. There were many disap- 
pointments and many delays, but all these 
difficulties were successfully overcome, 
and at the end of last year a Bill was 
piloted through all the different Houses 
of Parliament, and submitted to a 
referendum of the Australian Colonies, 
and carried by a majority of nearly three 
to one. I want the House to remember 
—it was a point carefully omitted by the 
noble Earl—that during the whole of the 
ten years over which those negotiations 
extended, the British Government, who 
were kept well informed of everything 
that was going on, and knew every detail 
of the Bill as well as they knew that 
large quantities of arms were being 
smuggled into the Transvaal in piano 
cases, ladies’ bonnet-cases, etc., took no 
more notice of them than they did of the 
importations of the arms to which 
I have referred. It was therefore 
thought that when the BiJl came over to 
this country there would be no possible 


thought necessary to send delegates. 
Thank goodness, wiser counsels did pre- 
vail, and five delegates came to England 
to explain the provisions of this self- 
made compact of the Australian people. 
Those delegates had not the smallest 
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right, power, or authority to accept one 
single word of amendment or alteration 
in the Bill. They came over solely for 
the object of explaining the clauses of the 
Bill. They were very hospitably enter- 
tained when they reached London in the 
early part of this year, but the man in the 
street, who somehow or another seems to 
know a great deal more than the 
Ministers of the Crown, saidtherewas arift 
in thelute,andthat there weresome objec- 
tions to some of the provisions of the Bill. 
And then it came out that Mr. Chamber- 
lain had put his back against the wall. In 
another place the right hon. Gentleman 
made a public announcement as to the 
intentions of the Government with regard 
to the Biil, and _ before he did 
so he made a remark which I 
think your Lordships will have noticed 
that every English Englishman—by that 
I mean a man who has never visited the 
colonies—always makes in speaking 
about them. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that the links between this country 
and the colonies at the present time were 
so slight that almost a touch would 
breakthem. After the way in which the 
colonies had unanimously rallied to the 
support of the mother country, when 
British territory in South Africa was in- 
vaded, and invaded under circumstances 
of preparation for defence which would , 
probably have delighted the heart of 
Ethelred the Unready, it was astonish- 
ing that such a statement should have 
been made. If there ever was a time 
when the links between the mother 
country and the colonies were stronger 
than ever, it is, I should have thought, 
the present time, when all parts of the 
Empire have rallied together in its de- 
fence. Having delivered himself of that 
pious opinion, the right hon. Gentleman 
proceeded to do what a child of ten 
would have been able to tell him was the 
very thing to break these links, if they 
could be broken, which I deny. He put 
the Colonial Office finger in the Austra- 
lian pie, and announced the two great ob- 
jections which Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment entertained to the Australian Com- 
monwealth Bill, neither of which was 
mentioned in the noble Earl’s speech. 
The first objection was that the 
definition of a colony raised a doubt 
whether the legislation of the new Com- 
monwealth Parliament would or would not 
come under the provisions of the Colonial 
Laws Validity Act. There is that old 
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question of definition again, which seems 
to knock all Colonial legislation on the 
head. It seems to me that one reason 
why Her Majesty’s Government seem 
destined once in every ten days to plunge 
up to their necks in some dreadful 
difficulty in their Colonial policy is their 
absolute inability to call a spade a spade. 
It was said, “You cannot have such an 
easily mistaken and difficult word as 
‘Colony’ in the Bill ; it cannot be allowed. 
Why put the word ‘Colony’ in the Bill 
at all?” The Australian delegates were 
asked their opinion as to the proposed 
great change, and they agreed to it with 
a twinkle in their eye, with gratitude in 
their hearts, and with their tongues in 
their cheek. Mr. Chamberlain had 
triumphed, and Australia breathed again. 
The second objection—the real lion in 
the path—was as regards Clause 74, but 
the noble Earl absolutely omitted to tell 
us what Clause 74 in its original shape 
and form was. Clause 74 was simply 
this, that in all matters relating to 
Australia, and Australia alone, in 
which the public interest of any 
other part of the British Empire was not 
concerned, the final decision should rest 
with the High Court, and that there 
should be no appeal to Downing Street. 
That was the practical and logical con- 
clusion of Home Rule. It was Home 
Rule in its best, simplest, and fairest form. 
But the right hon. Gentleman said to 
himself, “ Am I not a Unionist ?” and he 
kicked the clause as high as Diamond 
Jubilee did his heels when he went down 
the course before winning the last Derby, 
The contention of the Secretary for the 
Colonies that Clause 74 would destroy 
one of the most important ties connecting 
the different parts of the Empire is, at 
any rate, a logical position, whether one 
agrees with it or not. That may be the 
idea of English Englishmen, but is it the 
idea of the great majority of the Colonists 
throughout this great Empire? I venture 
to think not. To get out of the difficulty 
about the right of appeal the right hon. 
Gentleman put forward what seems to me, 
since the Imperial Zollverein, one of the 
most madcap schemes that was ever 
devised for tying the tails of the 
Australian kangaroo and the British 
lion together in an impossible sailor's 
knot. He proposed to put a certain 
number of coronets on the heads of 
illustrious Colonial Judges, and put 
£6,000 or £7,000 a year in their pockets 
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for a period of seven years. What would 
happen to them afterwards? He does not 
make them life Peers—they are to have a 
lease only of a Peerage ; and when the 
seven years expire I presume they would 
have to return their robes into store in 
the same way as a servant who only stays 
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f 


i] 


a very short time in a nobleman’s family , 


does his plush breeches and _ liveries. 
Having succeeded in forming this great 
judicial body, the right hon. Gentleman 
took a Palmerstonian attitude, and, 
putting himself on a pedestal, made a 
civis omanus sum and soda-water kind 
of speech, in which he said that he never 
would be a party to doing anything which 
would put an end to the right of every 
British eitizen all over the Empire to lay 
his grievance at the foot of the Throne, 
and he was very strongly backed up. 
That was a perfectly legitimate position, 
but a dangerous one from the point of 
view of those who desired to see the 
expressed wishes of the majority of the 


Australian people respected. I am speak- | 


under correction, but I believe I am right 
in saying that the right hon. Gentleman 
thought he had “four by trumps” in his 
own hand. He was acting under the 
egis and with the advice of the eminent, 
powerful, noble, and learned Lord who 
sits on the Woolsack as Lord High 
Chancellor of England. That, I believe, 
was weil known. He also had the sup- 
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greatness of the danger afforded the only 
ground of hope. The future of Australia 
practically lay in the hands of one man— 
a man who, unlike all the rest of his col- 
leagues, has two most wonderful charac- 
teristics. ‘The first characteristic of the 
right hon. Gentleman seems to me to be 
his ability to make himself believe any- 
thing he likes at any particular moment. 
Was he not the man who, throwing aside: 
the Spartan simplicity of his earlier life, 
was so overcome with the glamour of 
twenty-five minutes conversation with an 
Emperor, that he announced to astonished. 
Europe and the amazed Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, that an alliance had. 
been concluded between England, the- 
great Empire of Germany, and the United. 
States? Was he not the man who was so. 
easily able to look at both sides of the 
question at once, that he openly and 
publicly, in his place in Parliament, de-. 
fended the man who was responsible for 
the greatest mistake of modern times, the 
unsuccessful invasion of a friendly State 
by 400 armed men? Was he not the 
man who at that time used language: 
which threw away the honour and the- 
good name of his country ? In the hands: 
of that single man lay the future of 
Australia. The crisis was a great one.. 


'So anxious was the time that the health 


port of the Chief Justices of four of the | 


colonies—men of light and leading, and 
men of the highest possible honour, 
whose opinions ought to be very much 
respected. He had the great advantage of 
being backed up by The Times, the Melhourne 
Argus, and the Brisbane Courier, and he had 
the support of the Member for Australia, 
Mr. J. Henniker Heaton. 


He had the | 


additional advantage of publishing a 


controversial despatch from a Consti- 
tutional Governor—it seems to me 
that Her Majesty’s Government have a 
sort of mania for publishing despatches— 
and he had the hearty good wishes of the 
conscientious and honourable opponents 
of the Australian Federation Bill, who 
looked upon the right hon. Gentleman’s 
interference with great hope that it would 
result in the Bill being subjected to a 
referendum, which, plus British inter- 
ference, might be the means of staving 
off the measure for five, ten, fifteen, and 
perhaps twenty years. The question at 
that period had assumed an acute phase, 


and the imminence of the peril and the 


of one of the delegates, Mr. Deakin, one: 
of the finest representatives of Australian 
manhood, broke down absolutely, and he- 
had to return to his own country: The: 
only chance lay in the possibility of the- 
right hon. Gentleman finding some way 
to get round what he had said, and to: 
extricate himself from the dilemma in 
which he was placed, and, fortunately, 
that chance came off. The next time the 
right hon. Gentleman had an opportunity 
of explaining his position it was-evident 
that he had thrown up the sponge. If 
the right hon. Gentleman had. come for- 
ward before the House and acknowledged: 
that he had made a mistake, not one word: 
would have been said on this side of the 
House or by, any Liberal in the whole 
country. But he did a very différent 
thing. One of those extraordinary trans- 
formation scenes took place with which,. 
unfortunately, we have of late become so- 
familiar. The Secretary for the Colonies: 
got off his pedestal, threw off the toga of 
the Roman citizen and the Palmerstonian 
frock-coat, and now,. being the man who. 
took up a perfectly illogical position 
which would have: emasculated and. 
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mutilated the Bill, he stands before the 
country as one of the creators and cham- 
pions of Home Rule, or rather rule at 
home, all over the world. I should like 
‘to read to the House what the right hon. 
Gentleman proposes to do. He said— 

“Clause 74 will be exactly reversed. 
Whereas in the original clause the appeal was 
to cease in all cases where the public interest 
of some portion of Her Majesty’s Dominions 
was concerned, in the clause as we'now pro- 
pose to insert it, the appeal will lie in every 
-case except the case where Australian interests 
alone are concerned.” 


Does the House of Lords understand that 
any more than the House of Commons 


did? It seems to me a distinction with- 
out a difference. Punch’s Kangaroo 
remarked— 


“Well, I suppose I’ve got what I wanted ; 
-but I’m hanged if I know what I’ve got.” 


‘The right hon. Gentleman performed a 
most extraordinary feat of political leger- 
‘demain. He took up this 74th Clause, 
which, he said, was doing away with the 
ties which connect the Empire, threw it 
up into the air and caught it again, 
turned it inside out, and then handed it 
across the Table as the Chamberlain com- 
promise. It was done so rapidly that 
it took the House of Commons in, and 
especially Mr. Asquith, who got up and 
‘congratulated the right hon. Gentleman 
on having arrived at a solution which was 
honourable to both sides. The House of 
‘Commons apparently went home think- 
ing that such an agreement had been 
arrived at. But there is a French proverb 
which says, La nuit porte conseil, and when 


the Members of the House of Commons | 


came down to breakfast and read their 
Jimes they found there was no agreement 
at all, but a surrender. As the critic of 
The Times newspaper said — 

“To all appearances the Colonies were 
ready to acquiesce in the original decision of 
the home Government. But time may, 
perhaps, show that here the sacrifice has been 
excessive and unwise.” 


It was no longer an agreement, but a 
sacrifice. Men went forth to their labours. 
They read the Daily News, the Daily 
Chronicle, and the Westminster Gazette, 
and the scales fell from their eyes. They 
discovered that this so-called agreement 
was a surrender, a surrender, I admit, of 
an impossible and dangerous position, 
and a position that never ought to 
have been taken up, but a surrender 
as complete and as unconditional as that 
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of the Boer commander Cronje to the 
soldier-statesman Lord Roberts. I should 
like to ask what is the position of those 
men who so loyally supported the right 
hon. Gentleman when he decided to 
knock out the 74th clause and to retain 
the Privy Council? What shall we hear 
from noble Lords who supported this 
action of Mr. Chamberlain? Shall we 
hear that they have changed their mind 
with the Secretary of State, and that 
they agree with this unconditional 
capitulation? I have but one word 
more to say. I hope the House will put 
its foot down on the doctrine which has 
been assiduously preached in some places, 
that Australian nationalism and federa- 
tion is a Tory discovery, and that the 
friendship and support of the colonies are 
of Tory creation. This has been preached 
in the country by people who ought to 
know better, and I hope that both sides 
of the House will stand shoulder to 
shoulder in their determination to stamp 
out any attempt to make political capital 
out of Australian federation. I have to 
apologise for having made such a lengthy 
speech, but I must say, in conclusion, that 
we unitedly hail the wise and patriotic 
action of Australia as a step towards that 
still larger federation of equal rights and 
common citizenship under the Crown, 
and towards that dual allotment of 
responsibility in all dealings with other 
nations which must give permanent 
security to our Empire at large. A 
united House of Lords offers its congratu- 
lations to the delegates on the victory 
they have so deservedly won, and a united 
Empire will congratulate your Lordships’ 
historical and hereditary House on unani- 
mously passing the Second Reading of 
the Australian Commonwealth Bill. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): My Lords, I have 
listened with amazement and the greatest 
possible pain to the oration which has just 
been made. The noble Lord lays down 
the dogmatic proposition that it is unde- 
sirable to make political capital out of 
this Bill. Yet he has given an extraordin- 
ary and distinguished example of the 
' wish to do it himself. I should like to 
| know very much what is the attitude of 

the Liberal party in respect of this Bill. 

| Do they admire it and desire it to be 
| passed, or not? Judging from the con- 
| clusion of the noble Lord’s observations, 
| he desired that both sides of the House 
| 
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unanimously and with great applause | 
should pass this Bill. May Iask, if that! 
was the meaning of his oration, what | 
was the object and purpose of that ora- 
tion? In what one respect beyond his’ 
concluding sentence has he said anything 
to induce you to pass it with that applause, | 
beyond a very violent and, if he will for- 
give me for saying so, I think a very 
inappropriate attack upon the Secretary 
for the Colonies, in which not only his 
conduct in respect of this particular Bill 
(as to which I shall say a word presently), | 
but in respect of his whole political career 
has been the subject of a most violent 
attack? May I suggest to him that it is | 
very easy to say hard things of persons 
who are not present to defend them- 
selves? Mr. Chamberlain, I can assure 
him, is quite able to answer for hiniself, 
and if in the House in which he sits and 
speaks this oration had been made, I am 
sure he would have had a good answer to 
each of the gibes the noble Lord has in- 
dulged in. Whatare we dealing with ?— 
a Bill that has been approved of by the 
Australian people and by the House of 
Commons (on both sides) in its present 
form; and I do not understand what the 
noble Lord means by his suggestion that 
after the House had approved of it they 
woke up next morning and found they 
had been deluded. What evidence is 
there of that? I am not aware that the 
House of Commons has retracted the 
approval it gave, or was so confused that 
it did not know what it was doing. Upon 
what authority does the noble Lord say 
that the Liberal party retracted their 
approval, and is he put up here to say that 
the Liberal party, if they dared, 
would refuse to accept this Bill? If 
not, what is the meaning of the 
statement that the House of Commons 
had changed its mind and did not know 
what it was doing ? I am afraid the noble 
Lord is intoxicated by his own eloquence. 
What is the objection to what has been 
done with great care, assiduity, and skill ? 
My right hon. friend the Colonial Secre- 
tary welcomed the views of the delegates, 
listened to their objections, and pointed 
out the extent to which he was not able 
to meet their views. When, after con- 
sultation with the various Prime Ministers | 
of the various colonies, they came round | 
to what has been called a fair and intelli- | 
gible compromise, the House of Commons | 
unanimously, I may say, approved of and | 
admired the skill with which that a 
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promise had been effected. What are we 
discussing? What does the noble Lord 
object to? What is there now in the 
Bill which can justify his extraordinary 
attack on Mr. Chamberlain? I am not 
aware that the noble Lord has pointed 
out anything that is wrong. Is this. 
speech to be quoted in Australia as the- 
opinion of noble Lords on the Liberal 


side of this House in respect to this. 


measure? The legal, commercial, and 
all the other elements which constitute 
Australia’s greatness have approved of 
this Bill, and it is received in this House- 
by a speech in which every gibe which 
ingenuity and fluent rhetoric could 
suggest was levelled at the Colonial Secre-. 
vary for accepting that view. I do not 
know what is supposed to be the object 
of this speech, but it appears to me that 
it is calculated to do great mischief and 
is calculated to spoil the harmony and 
the unanimity with which this country 
accepted this Bill. It certainly will give: 
rise to the suspicion that, though the 
Liberal party in the House of Commons. 
accepted this Bill in the spirit in which 
they did accept it,a@t was sorely against. 
their will to do so, and if they had had 
the chance they would have rejected it. 
I hope that that is not the case, though 
it is what the noble Earl’s attack on Mr. 
Chamberlain would lead one to suppose. 
I do not descend to argue what has not 
been argued at all, but what has been 
thrown out as a mere suggestion. I rise 
solely for the purpose of making this pro- 
test against what is, to my mind, a most 
mischievous speech, calculated to give 
great offence and to do no possible good 
that any human being can suggest. 


*Lorp DAVEY: My Lords, I regret 
that the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack has not given any explanation 
as to some of the clauses of this Bill which 
have been referred to. I shall not, of course, 
follow the Lord Chancellor in the remarks . 
he made upon the speech of the noble Earl 
below me, but shall confine myself to a 
few criticisms of the Bill. I do so, not 
with any hostile intention towards the 
Bill, but because this is the only oppor- 
tunity one will have of offering such 
criticisms. In the concluding words of’ 
the speech of the noble Earl who moved 
the Second Reading I am sure every one: 
of your Lordships will concur—namely, 
in congratulating the people of Australia 
on having brought this great project toso- 
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‘successful an issue. 
further and to say that I feel sure those 
‘of your Lordships who have studied this 
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gentlemen who have been and are judges 
of the Australian Courts, and I have had 


Bill, including those who take part in the | an opportunity of seeing their ability and 
judicial business of this House, must | the impartiality and integrity with which 
have been struck by the care, pains, and | the judicial work in Australia is carried 


skill with which this Bill has been con- 
‘structed. 
so frame a Bill of this kind as to avoid 
giving loophooles for litigation, but I 


It is not humanly possible to | 


have never seen any Bill drawn more skil- | 


fully and with greater care than this one. I 


wouldliketodraw your Lordships’attention | 


for one moment to Clause 51. 
very remarkable clause, because, differing 
from the analogy of the Constitution of 


That is a! 


on. Ihave no doubt that the Judges of 
the Australian Courts will approach the 
consideration of these constitutional 
questions in a large and statesmanlike 
spirit, and will treat this Act as it ought 
to be treated, more in the nature of a 
treaty for the purpose of reconciling con- 
flicting interests. The fact that it must 
inevitably lead to a great many difficult 


| questions lends all the more importance 


the great Dominion of Canada, it does | 


not propose to give exclusive powers to 
the Parliament of the Commonwealth, 
but names a number of subjects on which 


tthe latter will have concurrent jurisdic- | 


tion, as the noble Earl said, with the 


Parliaments of the different States which | 


compose the Commonwealth. In that 


to the consideration of the clause which 
was referred to by the noble Earl, and 
which has been so much discussed, not 
only in Parliament, but in the public 
press and in the country—namely, Clause 
74. That clause has gone through, I 
think, four transformations.  As_ it 





‘originally appeared it provided that no 


‘way you will avoid many questions which | 


have arisen between the provinces and 


the Dominion of Canada as to the limits | 


of their legislation. But, on the other | 


hand, I am afraid the Australian people 


will find that they will fall into another | 





class of difficulty—namely, the difficulty 
of reconciling the Acts passed by the 
Commonwealth Parliament with the Acts 


passed by the different Parliaments of the | 


different States on the same subjects. 
There will, in short, inevitably be con- 
siderable overlapping. Those of your 
Lordships who have looked through the 
numerous subjects included in Section 51 
must have been struck by their gener- 
ality. That is no fault of the Bill, be- 
cause in a Bill of this kind you cannot 
foresee the detailed manner in 
these questions will arise, and all you can 
do is to lay down general principles regu- 
lating the legislative limits of the Parlia- 
ment. But the generality with which 
this clause is expressed will, of course, 
give rise to many questions. Un- 
«doubtedly many questions of a Constitu- 
tional character will crop up both as to 
the limits of the legislative powers of the 
Commonwealth and of the States, and also 
as to the reconciling of Acts passed by both 
the States and the Commonwealth under 
their co-ordinate powers. During my 
practice, which was spread over a great 
many years, before the Judicial Com- 
mittee, and since I have had the honour 


of a seat on that body, I have made the 
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which | 


appeal should be permitted to the Queen 
in Council on any matter involving an 
interpretation of the Constitution unless 
the public interest of some part of Her 
Majesty’s dominions other than the Com- 
monwealth or the States was concerned. 
But as regards matters not involving any 
constitutional question, the appeal would 
lie from the High Court to Her Majesty 
in Council by the leave of Her Majesty 
in Council. The first proposal made by 
the Government, a3 I understand it, was 
that the appeal to Her Majesty in Council 
should be maintained intact. That was 
found impossible. The second proposal 


was, I think, of a rather extra- 
ordinary character. It was that an 
appeal should be allowed with the 


consent of the States involved. That 


'amounted to saying that a defeated liti- 


gant should not be allowed to appeal 
except with the leave of his victorious 
opponent, and that could not be main- 
tained for a single moment. Next we 
have the clause as it is at present, and it 
is most important to consider in what 
way it differs from the clause as it origi- 
nally stood. In the first place, I have an 
old-fashioned prejudice in favour of the 
English language in a British Act of Par- 
liament, and [ do not see why Latin 
words should be introduced when English 
words would do just as well. But 
that is rather a small criticism. I 
should like to know what is the mean- 
ing of the words “unless the High 
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Court shall certify that the question is 


one which ought to be determined by | 


Her Majesty in Council.” If it means 
nothing more than that no appeal 
shall be allowed except with the leave 
of the High Court, then I can under- 
stand it. But what is the meaning of 


“one which ought to be determined ” ? 
The clause means nothing more, I appre- | 


hend, than this, that an appeal shall 


not lie without the leave of the High | 


Court, leaving the High Court to lay 
down the principles and _ conditions 
under which such leave shall be granted. 
I think it is a great pity that the 
ordinary well-known legal language was 
not used in this case. Coming to the 
substance of the clause, it appears to 
me that it is both larger and narrower 
than the original clause. It is larger 
because it gives larger jurisdiction to 
the High Court, those very important 
words to which, I understood, the 
Colonial Secretary attached consider- 
able importance, having been omitted. 
The original clause contained the 
words “ unless the public interest of some 
part of Her Majesty’s dominions other 
than the Commonwealth is concerned.” 
I should like to ask why those words 
are omitted in the clause as it at present 
stands. As the Bill was originally drafted 
there was an appeal to the Queen in 
Council, by leave of the Queen in Council, 
from the decision of the High Court on 
constitutional questions which affected 
the public interest of any other part of 
Her Majesty’s dominions, but under the 
clause as itis at present worded, although 
the question may be one vitally affecting 
some other part of Her Majesty’s 
dominions, no appeal will lie to Her 
Majesty in Council except by the leave of 
the High Court itself. I think we are 
entitled to some explanation why those 
words have been omitted. As the Bill 
originally stvod constitutional questions 
were made the exclusive jurisdiction of 
the High Court. In that respect the 
clause as it at present stands differs very 
materially, and it also differs in this, 
that an appeal—and this is a matter of 
very considerable importance—will lie 
from any of the State Courts to the 
Privy Council, that is, to Her Majesty 
in Council, on any constitutional ques- 
tion, as well as on any other question, as 
it did before. As the Bill was originally 
framed no constitutional question, 
whether it came from the State Courts 
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‘or the High Court, could be brought by 
way of appeal to Her Majesty in Council, 
but as the Bill now stands constitutional 
| questions may come direct from the 
State Courts to Her Majesty in Council. 
‘I do not hesitate to express my 
personal opinion that constitutional 
questions are exactly the class of ques- 
tions which I should have thought that 
Australians would have wished to refer 
to Her Majesty in Council. And for 
this reason. Ina question between indi- 
viduals the matter may, and generally 
does, affect merely the interests of the 
individuals, but constitutional questions 
between two States may create a vast 
amount of feeling in those States. Sup- 
pose a question arose between Victoria 
and New South Wales. It is inevitable 
that a certain amount of local and State 
feeling would arise. At any rate, it is 
quite possible that friction would accrue. 
I do not question the absolute impar- 
tiality and integrity of the Australian 
Judges, but it is important, not only that 
they should decide the question impar- 
tially, but also that the public should 
believe that they would decide it impar- 
tially, arid I should consider that there 
was a danger that the public might think, 
in a burning question which excited in- 
terest in two States, that the opinions of 
the Judges in the Australian Court had 
been more or less influenced by outside 
agitation. Do not believe for a moment 
that I say I think it would be so. I do 
not. But I say they ought to be pre- 
served from any suspicion of that kind, 
ard for that reason I should have thought 
that this was exactly the class of cases 
which would more fitly come to be 
decided by a tribunal which, whatever 
may be said of it, is not influenced by 
local or colonial agitation. I admit, in 
the fullest possible manner, that that is a 
question for Australians themselves to 
decide, and as they have thought fit 
to come to that decision—no doubt from 
excellent reasons and after much debate 
and discussion—I do not wish that the 
opinion of this country should override 
Australian opinion on the subject. It has 
been said that the arrangement which is 
at present made by Clause 74, is, in 
substance, that which prevails in the 
Dominion of Canada, and I observed that 
the noble Lord, in the very interesting 
, and able speech with which he introduced 
this Bill, made an observation which had 
‘previously been made by the Attorney 
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General in another place. But it appears 
to me that the difference between the two 
is absolutely vital. In Canada, as the 
noble Earl justly said, a litigant can 
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with the Judicial Committee, or of allow- 
ing the matter to be finally decided. They 


/may ; but it lies in their discretion, and 


appeal straight from the Provincial Court | 
to Her Majesty in Council, or he may, if | 


he prefers it, appeal to the Supreme 
Court, and there in no appeal from the 
decision of the Supreme Court without 
the leave of Her Majesty in Council. I 
may here take the liberty of saying that 
it is an exceedingly difficult thing to 


obtain that leave ; it is only given where | 


a really serious question affecting not 
merely the interests of the litigants but 
of others of Her Majesty’s subjects, such 
as the construction of an Act of Parlia- 
ment or something of that kind is con- 
cerned. Permission is not usually given 
in cases where the Supreme Court has 
agreed with the Provincial Court, or 
unless there has been  consider- 
able difference, as there sometimes 
is, of judicial opinion within the Supreme 
Court itself. No doubt some conditions 
of the kind will be observed by the High 
Court of Australia in giving leave, when 
they are asked to do so, for an appeal from 
their decision ; but, as I said just now, the 
difference between the two cases appears 
to be vital. Clause 74 as it stands isa 
perfect solecism in jurisprudence, and for 


this reason, that it creates two final co- | 


ordinate courts of appeal, neither of which 
is bound by the decision of the other. 
Suppose, for instance, a question arises in 
one of the State Courts, and it goes by 
way of appeal to the High Court, and 
tne High Court decides unanimously one 
way. The same question, we will suppose, 
arises affecting the same States or diffe- 
rent States—it matters not much—and 
the defeated litigant (the State Court 


having followed the decision of the High | 
‘ence I have pointed out. 
‘ordinary sources of 


Court) appeals to Her Majesty in Council, 
and the Judicial Committee advises Her 
Majesty to take a different view from that 
taken in the High Court, with the result 
that a decision is given the other way. 
The Judicial Committee, of course, is not 
bound by the decision of the High 
Court, nor, as I understand, is the High 
Court bound to 
of the Judicial Committee in matters 


unless they do so you will have two ¢o- 
ordinate Supreme Courts of Appeal from 
the same Courts on the same class of sub- 
jects deciding in entirely different ways, 
That, I venture to think, is a solecism in 
jurisprudence. Just consider in what 
condition the State Courts would be put 
in that case. You would have this very 
curious result, that the men who were 
victorious in the State Courts would 
always be defeated ultimately ; and for 
this reason. If a State Court followed 
the decision of the High Court the 


defeated litigant, of course, would 
not then go to the High Court 
but to Her Majesty in Couneil, 
But, on the other hand, if the 


State Court, not considering itself bound 
by the High Court, should follow the 
decision of the Privy Council, then the 
defeated litigant would, of course, go to 
the High Court and the High Court 
would maintain its own opinion and re- 
verse the opinion of the State Court. 
Therefore, whoever gets the first decision 
in the State Court under this clause, if it 
is maintained in its present form, must 
suffer ultimate defeat. I do not think 
that is a very happy solution of the diff- 
culty. The original clause was perfectly 
logical. It gave the High Court exclusive 
jurisdiction, but the present clause does 
not commend itself to my judgment or 
experience. I do not suggest that your 
Lordships should make any alteration in 
the clause. I have made these criticisms 
in the hope that the question may be con- 
sidered by the Australian authorities, 


'who have the power, if they think fit to 


exercise it, of making such modifications in 
the clause as will remedy the inconveni- 
I saw in the 
information _ this 
morning a suggestion by a gentleman 
who writes with some knowledge of the 
subject—I think one of the Australian 
Judges—that it should be altered in 
this way, that whenever the High Court 


disagreed with the Court below (the 


follow the decisions | 


State Court) on a constitutional question, 


then there should be an appeal to Her 


of this kind. They may therefore each | 


maintain their own opinion. 


I know that | 


Majesty in Council as of right. That, of 
course, would at once remove any incon- 


the auswer that may be made to me is | venience that might otherwise be felt, 


that the Australian Judges are men of 
such high principle and good sense that 
they will find some way of either agreeing 


Lord Davey. 





because then the Privy Council would 
continue to be the sole ultimate appeal 
authority. But whether any provision of 
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that kind can be adopted is, of course, as | 


I have said, a matter entirely for the 


Australian statesmen and lawyers to | 


settle for themselves. I have only to say, 


in conclusion, that I hope my humble | 


contribution to the criticisms of this Bill 
will not be misunderstood. 


ceived in a spirit of hostility. I have 
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It is not con- , 


no right, in answer to the challenge of , 


the noble and learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack, to speak for the Liberal party, but 
Ican only say, as a humble member of 
that party, that I rejoice as heartily as 
any of your Lordships at the introduction 
of this Bill. 


*THE Eart or JERSEY: My Lords, 
after what has fallen 
and learned Lord, the Lord Chancellor, 
I shall not 
except for a few 
regard to two points. 


observatious 
I think the noble 


Lord opposite did not do justice to the. 
speech in which the noble Earl the Under | 


Secretary of State for the Coionies opened 
this debate. I thought ths speech of my 
noble friend Lord Selborne was certainly 
couched in clear and distinct terms, and 
he brought before the House all the 
salient points in the Bill. We*must re- 
member that this measure has been before 
the public for a great many months, that 
it has bee=. followed very closely, and that 


as 1t comes before the House it is the re- | 


sult not only of the views of the other 
House of Parliament but also of the views 
which are held by the very Colonies cf 
Australia who are interested in the matter. 
There was also one other point the noble 
Earl mentioned. He was surprised that 
the Colonial Office had not interfered to 


express their views when this measure | 


was being discussed in Australia. I[ 


thought it was the great glory of this | 


Bill that it was the work of Australians 


detain your Lordships | 


from the noble | 


| 


with | 
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the Australian people, have created the 
greatest interest in this country, and the 
feeling that not only are we one by race and 
language, but also in spirit and sentiment. 
But those who have had the advantage 
and the honour of being associated with 
Australian Parliaments and Australian 
public men have an additional and a 
greater reason for their hope and trust. 
May I, just in passing, say that I feel per- 
fectly certain that there is no body of 
men who can be more trusted to do their 
duty free from outside pressure and free 
from outside excitement than the Gentle- 
men who fill the posts of Judges in that 
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country. The same questions, the same 


problems, which we have to deal with at 
home are also to be met and to be dealt 
with in Australia. They have been dealt 
with hitherto with great success, and we 
have some rea;on to believe and to feel con- 
fident that, as these questions have been 
dealt with in the several colonies success- 
fully, so when there is a united Parliament 


to deal with them they will be dealt with 


for Australia, and I could imagine the | 
indignation which would have been raised | 
through the voice of the noble Earl oppo- | 


site if the Colonial Office had taken upon 


themselves to tell Australia what their | 


Commonwealth Bill should be. My 
Lords, my words will be very few, and 
my only excuse for saying anything at all 
is on account of the interest I must natu- 
rally take in the welfare of Australia. 
The Parliament and the people of this 


country have accepted this measure with | 


trust and hope, and why have they. 
The gallant deeds of the | with its separate colonies, and I certainly 


done so? 


even still more successfully, and that if 
under the old régime the different colonies 
have advanced rapidly to success, still 
more rapid will be the advance of Aus- 
tralia when all her best councillors meet 
together in unison. Now consider what 
this measure will effect. A vast con- 
tinent, almost as large as Europe, will for 
the first time be joined together under one 
directing Government. Hitherto there 
have been no less than six different 
Governments dealing with that continent, 
and some of them sometimes‘actuated, one 
must admit, by a spirit of jealousy, 
which, we trust, will for ever 
now disappear. The. power of this 
united country will be something enor- 
mous. Its policy—and everyone must 
admit that Australia should be supreme, 
should be predominant, at any rate, in the 
Pacific Ocean-—and the direction of its sen- 
timent will be under one head, so that we 
may feel certain that we are creating a 
country which in time to come will pro- 
bably do on that side of the world what we 

hope, not in vain, I trust, that Great Britain 
has done in this part. And, my Lords, 

can any country be started upon a fairer 

basis than the one which we are about to 

start now? Because we must remember 
that, by this Commonwealth Bill, United 

Australia in a few years will be totally 
different to what it has been in the past, 


Australian troops, and the enthusiasm of | believe that, under Divine Providence, we 
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are about to give the most priceless gift 
which our generation, or almost any 
generation, can give to those who here- 
after will live to enjoy the blessings of a 
free Constitution. My Lords, there is 
no doubt that a measure like this has 
not been arrived at without a great deal 
of labour and trouble ; conflicting interests 
have been brought together; and we 
ought to give our meed of admiration to 
those who, not only in the Convention, 
but in addressing their fellow-citizens 
have succeeded in bringing the people of 
Australia nearly to one mind upon this 
subject. I quite agree with what the 
noble Ear] said, that men like Mr. King- 
ston and Mr. Barton and Mr. Deakin 
deserve well of the Empire also for 
their work, in the way in which they 
have shown their abilities and their 
common-sense in dealing with the diffi- 
cult. questions they have had to deal 
with in this country. In the future 
history of the Empire it is almost certain 
that there will be from time to time awk- 
ward questions arising, questions which 
can only be settled by the exercise of 
common-sense and goodwill upon both 
sides ; and surely, if any man may feel 
satisfied with what he has done during 
six years it is the Colonial Secretary, not- 
withstanding the attack of the noble Earl 
opposite. If it had not been for him it is 
quite possible that this question would 
have been in a very different position 
now. He requires no praise from me, 
but, at any rate, he must have the satisfac- 
tion of knowing that the result of his 
labour has been that the House of 
Commons has passed this measure, that 
this House is not prepared—not one, I 
believe, in this House is prepared—to go 
against it, and that he has the support of 
all the five colonies interested. That 
must, after all, be the best answer that 
can be given to any attack as to whether 
he acted well or not. My Lords, I will 
say no more, except this: that we are 
about to set our seal upon a measure 
which will not only add to the power of 
Australia for good in the future, but 
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which will also sensibly increase the 
resources and the strength of the whole 
Empire. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, in the first place I wish to dispel 
any idea that may be entertained by the 
noble Earl on the Woolsack or any Mem- 
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this Bill with the utmost favour taken as 
a whole. I regard it as a most auspicious 
event to the Empire. I regard it as re- 
flecting the highest credit upon the 
Australian statesmen who, with much 
difficulty, have managed to frame what is 
admitted on all hands to be a most excel- 
lently drawn up Constitution for that 
great country. After all that has been 
said it is really unnecessary to go into 
the matter at large, or to say anything 
more than that it is an auspicious occa- 
sion. We are not called upon to criticise 
the greater part of this Bill. That has 
passed without any objection whatever. 
The noble Earl who moved the Second 
Reading very properly and very clearly 
went through the different clauses of the 
Bill. I am not going to discuss these 
clauses, with the exception of one to 
which I will refer presently, because 
there has really been no contest whatever 
with regard to them. I wish to impress 
upon the House, turning our eyes altogether 
for a moment from the one disputed 
clause, that it is to the highest credit of 
those who framed this Bill that it should 
be a Bill which, taken generally, and even 
in detail, has met with the general approval 
of the British Parliament. I say that 
that is a remarkable effort in the way of 
drawing up a constitutional document. 
We have never attempted to draw up a 
Constitution in writing in this country, 
and I should have doubted myself 
whether we were qualified to do it. But 
I should change my mind now, because I 
should say that probably we are as well 
qualified as our Australian brethren, and 
our Australian fellow-subjects have shown 
us that it is quite possible for men of the 
English race to draw up a constitutional 
document of this kind with perfect sue- 
cess and clearness. Now, my Lords, 
having said that, I will not trouble the 
louse on the subject of the Bill generally, 
because I think I should be occupying 
your time unnecessarily ; but I will now 
refer fora moment to Clause 74, which 
has been the subject of considerable con- 
troversy. Of course, I am not going to 
attempt to discuss the legal questions 
involved. I must, however, say a word 
in reference to the remarks of my noble 
friend Lord Carrington upon this Clause 
74, around which has raged whatever 
controversy there has been. It is per- 
fectly true that there are men on this 
side of the House—and I am perfectly 





ber of this House, that I do not regard 
The Earl of Jersey. 


free to confess that I include myself 
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among them—who, however they may 
regard this as a non-party matter and 
rejoice at the establishment of this Con- 
stitution for Australia, yet do not think 
themselves entirely debarred from criti- 
cism as to the manner in which the contro- 
versy on Clause 74 has been conducted. 
Ihope I am not usually ungenerous to 
opponents, and I certainly have not the 
least wish to be ungenerous towards the 
Colonial Secretary ; but I think there is 
an impression—and something said by 
the noble Lord who has just sat down 
rather tends to confirm it—that there has 
been a desire shown to ascribe an undue 
amount of credit to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman for his share in bringing about the 
settlement of this Constitution. In point 
of fact, the passing of this Bill, except in 
regard to the 74th Clause, did not depend 
upon any Colonial Secretary, nor, in point 
of fact, did it depend on Her Majesty’s 
Government. because it was not framed 
here and did not proceed from any 
suggestion from Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment ; and, indeed, I think it is to the 
eredit of Her Majesty’s Government and 
of all parties that they did not commit the 
egregious error of attempting by pro- 
posals made here to induce the Australian 
colonies to adopt a federation. I have 
always held, and [ am more than ever con- 
vinced of it, that all proposa's for federa- 
tion should emanate from tue colonists 
themselves. Without going back upon 
an old subject which is present to my 
mind, [ must say that the attempt of an 
old friend of mine, whom I much esteemed, 
though he was a political opponent, Lord 
Carnarvon, by active measures on the 


part of Her Majesty’s Government 
to bring about federation in South 
Africa, was one of the most 


disastrous events in the history of those 
colonies. Perhaps I may be allowed to 
say that my noble friend, after he had 
determined upon his action, came across to 
me in this House and spoke to me about 
it. [told him I was entirely in favour of 
federation, but I condemned his action 
and told him his attempt would end 
disastrously, though I promised him I 
would put no impediment in his way. I 
regret to say that my prevision turned 
out to be well founded. I merely men- 
tion this by the way, but again I say it 
is not reasonable or fair to give exclusive 
credit to the Minister upon whom happens 
to devolve the duty of carrying a 
measure of this kind through Parliament. | 
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I do not wish to detract from the valu® 


of the service rendered by any Minister, 
but I do say it is not right to ascribe 
credit for the Bill to Mr. Chamberlain, or 
in fact to any one in this country. With 
regard to Clause 74, I cannot help think- 
ing, reading the clause as it stands here 
and referring to the clause as it stood in 
the original draft, and without professing 
to have any great legal knowledge, the 
difference is by no means large, and I have 
extreme doubt whether any particular 
advantage has been gained by all the con- 


troversy which has been set up. The 
clause, as it stands is, no doubt 
Open to criticism, as my _ noble 
friend behind me has shown. The 


clause as it stood protected specially, 
in direct terms, any interest which might 
be outside. the Australian colonies ; the 
clause asit standsdoes not give that protec- 
tion. Well, I am not saying that I attach 
very serious importance to it, but still 
you must set off one thing against 
another, and [ doubt very much indeed 
whether much has been gained, while un- 
doubtedly, although the whole matter has 
ended happily, some considerable risk was 
run in the course that was taken, and con- 
siderable apprehension was roused in the 
minds of many who were greatly in favour 
of the Bill. No doubt a settlement has 
been arrived at; no one rejoices more 
than I do that that settlement has been 
arrived at, and that it is accepted by the 
colonies ; but [ doubt very much whether 
anything was gained by running the con- 
siderable risk of questioning what the 
colonial referendum had approved. The 
fact that these numerous changes were 
made in the proposals laid before the 
other House showed, in my opinion, not 
any very judicious apprehension of the 


_whole matter, nor do [ think it showed 


any particular skill in negotiation or in 
the managing of the Bill. However, 
all’s well that ends well; and I am quite 
willing to congratulate the Colonial Secre- 
tary that this matter has ended as it has 
ended. The noble Lord on the Woolsack 
spoke very severely of my noble friend 
near me, and said, as I understood him, 
not only that he bad made an attack upon 
Mr. Chamberlain, but also that he in 
point of fact had attacked the Bill. 
Now, I understood my noble friend to 
have as strong a feeling of approval of the 
Bill, speaking of the Bill generally, as any 
noble Lord in this House; and therefore 
the matter turns entirely upon the attack 


B 2 
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which he made on Mr. Chamberlain. I|so important and so very difficult 
think we cannot altogether exclude from | a matter as the question of the 
our debates attacks upon statesmen in the | appeal to the Privy Council. It seems to. 
other House, who sometimes are not | me that that kind of assistance ought to 
very scrupulous in their attacks upon | have been given to the Australian states- 
those who sit here ; and, although I think | men; if they had been made aware of 
I may say that I have no particular| what was the opinion of the highest 
tendency that way, yet I have heard in | authorities in this country, which might 
this House, in the course of my experience | easily have been conveyed to them two or 
here, very severe attacks indeed made | three years ago, it might have led, not toa 
upon colleagues of mine by distinguished | formal agreement embodied in despatches, 
members of the Opposition. I shall not | but to the production of some clause 
mention their names now, because, un-| which would have been accepted before- 
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happily, they are no longer Members of | 
this House, but they were very distin- | 
guished men, of great authority—I mean | 
the men who made the attacks—men who | 
justly commanded admiration, not only | 
from their own party, but, by reason of | 
their ability, from those who opposed | 
them ; and I certainiy have heard not a 
few attacks which have been made | 
of a very severe character indeed 
upon Members of the other House. 
I remember one to which I 
myself undoubtedly took exception, very 
much in the way that to-night exception 
has been taken to the remarks of my 
noble friend. It is always a very con- 
venient thing to say, “Oh, you must not 
make an attack in this House upon a 
Member of the other House.” Well, for 
my own part, I confess that I would 
always rather have my opponent facing | 
me—that would be more agreeable to me | 
and fairer to him; but we cannot alto- 
gether exclude from our debates in this 
House comments upon the proceedings, 
the opinions, and even sometimes the 
character of public men who occupy high 
and distinguished positions in the other 
House, and I should protest against any 
doctrine that laid it down that such 
attacks should be altogether excluded. I 
say that entirely apart from the merit of | 
the attack; each case must be judged | 
by itself; attacks may be made which | 
are not deserved, and attacks may be | 
made which are deserved. My noble 
friend, I think, might have some ground | 
for criticising the manner in which the 
negotiations were conducted, and I, | 
myself, cannot help thinking that there 
was a great want of foresight in not | 
having, during the time that these | 
matters were under discussion in Aus- | 
tralia, confidentially made known to the | 
statesmen of that country, without | 
interfering directly with them, what | 
were the opinions held here upon! 


The Earl of Kimberley. 


hand by all parties. Ido not mean nego- 
tiations. I merely mean that they might 
have been made acquainted with the views. 
of important people here in a confidential 
manner. My Lords, I have really nothing 
more to say to your Lordships, except 
again to repeat that I welcome this as a 
very great and most important measure ; 
and I believe, with the noble Earl who has. 
just sat dows, that it will tend to the 
augmentation of the prosperity and the 
contentment of our great colonies in 
Australia, that it will strengthen the 


|whole Empire, and that, as he said 


most justly, i¢ will lay the founda- 
tion of such a State as we may 
hope may eventually prove to be one of 


the most important branches of this. 


Empire—taking part in the defence of the 
Empire, showing to us, by experiments 
which they can easily try in a new com- 
munity, and which we cannot so well try 
in an old community, what may be the 
best mode of dealing with the new pro- 
blems which from time to time arise. And 
I look forward to the day when, if we 
continue to allow them to govern them- 
selves in their own way, with as little 
interference with them as it is possible to: 
exercise, this country will be surrounded 
by a number of great States, descended 
from us, which will form part of the 
Empire, but in point of fact will be close 
allies, bound to us not merely by ties of 
interest, but also by that strongest and 
most important tie—the tie of common 
kindred, common. loyalty to a common 
Sovereign. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 


| Lords, this Bill has been subjected to 


different degrees of criticism, and those 
who have been connected with it have 
had their actions somewhat criticised. 
The speech of the noble Earl opposite, 
Earl Carrington, I think will live in 
the memories of most of us-—at any 
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{29 JUNE 1900} 
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rate, the humorous and good-natured | Chamberlain took the very course which 


portions of his speech; and I think we 
shall be disposed in the end to come to 
the conclusion that the noble Earl did not 
intend to attack very violently either the 
measure or the right hon. Gentleman 
who had charge of it in the other House. 
We learn from the noble Earl opposite 
that Lord Carrington is an enthusiastic 
supporter of this Bill—that he approves 
of it as much as the promoter of it. 


the noble Earl says he ought to have 
taken ; and I hope it will go forth that 
the course which the member of the 
Government who had charge of the Bill 
took was the very course that the noble 


Earl with all his experience and judgment 
| and his knowledge of the colonies—having 


Why, then, the promoter of it was so | 
attacked it is not worth while to discuss. 


One sentence in the speech of the noble 
Earl, the Leader of the Opposition, was 
somewhat superfluous—it was the state- 
ment that he was not in the habit of 
attacking his political opponents unduly, 


for I feel sure there is not a Member of | 


this House who is not well aware that 


the noble Earl opposite is not apt to) 
or three years ago, and I was not far out 


criticise political opponents unduly, and 
that he never makes an unfair attack 
upon those with whom he differs. Now 


may I call the attention of the House very | 


briefly to what the criticism of the noble 
Earl opposite is? He does not object to 
the wording of the Bill; he does not 
object very much to the course taken by 


been in the Colonial Office—says ought 
to have been taken by those in charge of 
the Bill. 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: Will 
the noble Lord allow me to'say one word ? 
The Bill was not printed, if I remember 


rightly, in 1898. Of course, my view was 


that a communication ought to have been 


| made upon the words of the Bill as it was 


provisionally framed—not that before the 
Bill was provisionally framed the matter 
should have been gone into. J said two 


'in my dates, but that was what I meant. 


the Minister who had the principal charge | 


of this Bill in the negotiations here ; but 
it is rather a criticism of a negative 
character. Why, says the noble Earl, 
did not the Colonial Secretary some two 
or three years ago make a communieation 
in an informal manner to those who 
represented the colonies, and tell them 


what his thoughts were upon the 
subject? Now I appeal to the noble 
Earls fairness, the admiration for 


which he has so truly won from the 
House. He goes back to the year 1897. 
In 1897 the representatives of the colonies 
came to this country, and the Colonial 
Secretary made to them exactly the com- 
munication which the noble Earl now says 
he ought to have made. He has stated 
in the House of Commons that he did 
take that course. Now, accepting as we 
do the very eloquent peroration of the 
noble Earl that we are all agreed upon the 
beneficent objects of this Bill and the 
manner in which it has been conducted, 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
think the noble Earl’s explanation leaves 
the matter as I put it; but was it not 
wiser for the Colonial Secretary to suggest 
his views and to state before the Bill was 
framed what his views were? If he had 
delayed doing so, would not the observa- 
tion which fell from my noble friend Lord 
Jersey have come into effect—what would 
the colonies have said if they had been 
interfered with by the home Government 


_at the very time when they were in federa- 


do let it be noted that here in this Chamber | 


the only criticism which the Leader of the 
Opposition has to make in respect of the 
Bill, or the conduct of, it is to complain 
that that was not done which was abso- 
lutely done in the very terms in which 
he says it ought to have beendone. Mr. 


tion trying to agree upon a Commonwealth 
Bill? The Colonial Secretary really took 
the very course which the noble Earl him- 
self says ought to have been taken. Now 
I desire to deal very briefly with some of 
the criticisms which fell from my noble 
friend Lord Davey. I am sure that here 
again we shall agree that all his criticisms 
were uttered in a spirit of good feeling 
towards this Bill. His first criticism was 
upon Clause 51. Of course that clause 
involves a great deal of overlapping, 
because there might be a conflict between 
the State Parliament, the Provincial 
Parliaments, and the Federated Parlia- 
ment. Everyone has borne testimony to 
the way in which this Bill has been drawn 
in Australia. The noble Earl, Lord Car- 
rington, said that the Secretary of State 
ought to have accepted the Bill in totidem 
verbis—that he ought not to have rejected 
anything. 


*Lorp DAVEY: I think my noble 
friend has misunderstood me. I think 
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I said expressly that the Bill excited my 
admiration; but I said that it was inevitable 
that there must be overlapping, not from | 
any defect in the dr:.wing of the Bill, but 
from the nature of the subject. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: The 
noble Lord, I understood, maintained that , 
Clause 51 would produce that result. 


*Lorp DAVEY: Not from any defect 
in the drafting of the Bill. 


*LorD JAMES or HEREFORD: It is 
not a matter of drafting, but I think my 
noble friend’s attention cannot have been 
called to the very important consideration 
that those who drew the Bill in Australia 
saw that some overlapping might occur, 
because in Clause 109 they deal with this 
very difficulty. The clause says— 

“When the law of the State is inconristent 
with a law of the Commonwealth the latter 
shall prevail, and the former shall, to the ex- 
tent of the inconsistency, be invalid.” 


So that they saw that very point, and 
they made provision for it. Overlapping, 
as my noble friend says, was inevitable 
from the nature of the question, but they 
provide that when it does occur the law 
of the Commonwealth shall prevail as 
against the law of the province. Now, 
my Lords, only two other principal 
objections were taken by Lord Davey. I 
am sorry to detain your Lordships at all, 
and I will therefore be as brief as I 
possibly can. My noble friend said in 
the first place that there was a difference 
between the appeal which exists in 
Canada being given by the leave of the 
Privy Council and the appeal that was 
given by the leave of the High Court. 
That is so, but I should say that the 
method suggested by this Bill is the better. 
It is in favour of the colony. The suitor 
from Australia would have to come to this 
country and produce before the Privy 
Council here all his statements, in order 
to obtain his leave to appeal. It is easy 
to see what an expensive process this 
would be to the suitor living thousands 
of miles away. The High Court has 
all the necessary knowledge before it. 
It has the counsel engaged in the case,. 
and it has full knowledge of the case; 
and then and there at the end of the 
case the application can be made, at no, 
expense, probably, at all—at least, a very 
nominal expense. That is a great 
advantage to the colonial suitor, and is it 


Lord Davey. 


{LORDS} 


| not advisable to meet the wishes of the 
‘colonies upon this point,.and to give to 
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their Court the right of giving leave to 
appeal, rather than bring the suitor here 


this long distance to obtain that leave 4 It 


is nothing to say that on a matter of pro- 
cedure of this kind—not a matter of 
principle—there would be a difference of 
procedure between Canada and Australia, 
if the interests of the Australian suitor 
have been considered. Now, only one 
other main objection was taken by my 
noble friend. He pointed out that under 
Clause 74—-and I really think that this is 
the substance that we have to deal with— 
you will have an appeal from the State 
Court and you will have an appeal from 


the High Court. 


*Lorp DAVEY : No; either to the High 
Court or to the Privy Council. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
said so—from the High Court to the: 
Privy Couneil. 


*Lorp DAVEY :. From the State: Court. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: The: 
objection my noble friend made is 
grounded entirely on this: that you will 
have a judgment of two co-ordinate: 
Courts, and that there will be no superior 
judgment of one Court only. If my 
noble friend will allow me for once 
to differ from him, I do not think 
that is so. I think that the decision 
of the Privy Council would prevail, 
and must prevail. The decision is the 
decision of the Queen. It is not the 
decision of any body of men-—it is the 
decision of the Queen herself, the fountain 


of justice administering justice through- 


out her Empire both at home and abroad.. 


No man delivers that judgment  per- 


sonally, it is delivered in the name of the 
Queen herself. There is an appeal from 
the High Court to the Privy Counsil, and 
as the Privy Council has the power of re- 


hese | the opinion of the High Court, 


not only by mere comity, but in fact,. the 
decision of the Privy Council would be 
superior to and would affect the judgment 
of the High Court, and no judge of the 
High Court in Australia would. presume 
to say that the judgment of that Court 


should prevail against the judgment. of the: 


Privy Council. This point has been fully 


considered by those whose judgment the: 


Government had a right to rely upon;.and 
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it is their firm belief that that is the case. 


This is the view that, after remission of | 


the state of things to the. advisors of the 
colonies by their delegates, has beenarrived 
at as a fair solution. I hope that the 
spirit which the noble Earl the Leader of 
the Opposition has shown us, is the 
unanimous feeling of this House—that 
really there is nothing by way of criticism 


that ought to cast a doubt on the effi- | 


ciency of this great measure, which has 
been placed in the position it occupies 
mainly by the great efforts and discre- 
tion of my right hon. friend Mr. 
Chamberlain. 


*Lorp RUSSELL or KILLOWEN : 
My Lords, I do not propose at this hour, 
notwithstanding the importance of the 
discussion, to occupy your Lordships 
beyond a moment or two. I confess, 
having listened to the whole of this 


debate, there has seemed to me to be an. 


air of unreality about it except in one 
respect, namely, in the concurrence— 
the gratifying concurrence—in all the 
speeches delivered on both sides of the 
House in rejoicing that this measure is 
about to receive the assent of the Im- 
perial Parliament. I say the tone of the 
debate is unreal, because one cannot shut 
ones eves to the fact that, recollecting 
the history of this Bill, the enormous 
labour that its preparation involved, the 
necessity for the assents to the very 
terms of the Bill of so many widely 
diversified and widely apart interests, no 
one proposes to introduce an Amendment 
into the Bill, but we all understand that 
itis to be passed in the exact form in 
which it left the House of Commons ; 
therefore our discussion is of an 
academic character. But I cannot 
pass without noticing the  criti- 
cism of my noble and learned friend 
who has just sat down upon the 
speech of my noble friend near me (Lord 
Davey). The first point which it seems 
to me necessary to draw attention to is 
the effect of the original appeal clause as 
it stood in the proposition of the dele- 
gates. Now, I do not agree at all with 
my noble friend the Earl of Carrington, 
who opened the debate on this side of 
the House, in undervaluing, or regarding 
as an unimportant thing, the question of 
an ultimate appeal to the Queen in 
Council. On the contrary, I should have 
liked to see this Bill give unrestricted 
rights of appeal, subject to the leave of 
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| concerned. 
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the Privy Council, and subject to 
regulations with reference to the im- 
portance of the subject-matter in con- 
troversy and the like, but unrestricted 
liberty of appeal in every question in which 
other than purely Australian interests were 
For I regard that right of 
appeal to the Queen in Council, not. 
merely as an important indication of the 
Imperial Sovereignty of the United 
Kingdom, and of this Imperial Parlia- 
ment as its mouthpiece, but also as a not 
unimportart factor operating in the direc- 
tion of a uniformity of system of law 
betweenthe homecountry and the colonies, 
and even a not unimportant factor, 
working in the direction as far as varying 
circumstances may properly admit, of 
something approaching uniformity in the 
law itself. Now, as the Bill was origi- 
nally presented this was its effect ; that 
appeals were allowed in all matters except. 
certain constitutional questions there re- 
ferred to, and even in those questions 
appeal was allowed to the Queen in 
Council where any public interest was in- 
volved. This. is the exact effect of the 
original clause as it stood, which clearly 
recognised the Privy Council as the para- 
mount court. What is the clause as it 
now is? The clause as amended is 
this :— 

“No appeal shall be permitted to the Queen 
in Council from a decision of the High Court 
upon any question howsoever arising as to the 
limits intex se of the constitutional powers of 
the Commonwealth and those of any State or 
States or as to the limits intev se of the con- 
stitutional powers of any two or more States, 
unless the High Court shall certify that the 
question is one which ought to be determined 
by Her Majesty in Council. The High Court 
may so certify if satisfied that for any special 
reason the certificate should be granted, and 
thereupon an appeal shall lie to Her Majesty 
in Council on the question without further 
leave.” 


Now, what is the result of that? The 
result of that is this—and it has not yet 
I think been stated to the House. The 
result is to do away absolutely with the 
exercise of the Queen’s prerogative in 
every one of the cases coming within that 
exception. It cuts down the prerogative of 
the Queen, It is not that it leaves it open to 


| the Queen by those who advise her to say 


whether any appeal shall or not be per- 
mitted, but it makes it impossible for the 
Queen to grant permission in such a case. 
You will recollect that in order to make 
it quite clear that this is the effect upon 
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goes on to say— 


“Except as provided in this section, this 
‘Constitution shall not impair any right which 
the Queen may be dein to exercise by virtue 
of Her Royal prerogative to grant special 
leave of appeal from the High Court to Her 
Majesty in Council.” 

What is the consequence of that? The 
first observation I make is this—and | 
speak upon the authority of those more 
conversant with the matter than I can 
pretend to be—that these so-called consti- 
tutional questions arise much more fre- 
quently in Canada as_ between the 
Dominion Parliament and the Parlia- 
ments of the Provinces, or between 
the Parliaments of the Provinces them 
selves than between the Dominion 
Parliament and the Imperial Parliament. 
All those questions are now cut out of 


appeal. 


*LorpD JAMES or HEREFORD: Ex- 
cept by leave. 


*Lorp RUSSELL or KILLOWEN: 
Yes! but leave of the High Court, not of 
the Privy Council. I most heartily agree 
in the observation of my noble and learned 
friend near me (Lord Davey) that one 
would have thought that the very class of 
question as :o the limits of constitutional 
power as between the Commonwealth and 
the States, or as between the States inter se, 
were eminently the class of cases which 
it was desirable from every point of view 
should be determined by a_ tribunal 
which stood aloof and apart from 
all questions of local interest and 
local prejudice. The third and last point 
to which I will call attention is this. 
While there is no appeal according to this 
clause from the High Court, except by 
leave of that Court, in the cases men- 
tioned, there is an appeal from the deci- 
sion of the State Court to the Queen in 
Council, and thereupon arises the con- 
flict to which reference has been made— 
which Court is to prevail? I do not seek 
to dogmatise upon this matter, as to which 
thereare obviously, from what my nobleand 
learned friend has said, different opinions ; 
but I fail to see anything in this Bill 
asserting directly or indirectly that 
where the decision of the Privy Council! 
conflicts with the decision of the High 
Court the decision of the Privy Council 
is to prevail. I see nothing to that effect 


expressed certainly, and nothing I owed 


Lord Russell of Killowen. 


{LORDS} 


the prerogative of the Queen, the clause {to be implied. 
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When I remind your 
Lordships that the clause expressly 
says that the High Court shall be the 
final judge in the matter unless it 
chooses to give leave, surely that does 
lay a solid and reasonable foundation for 
the contention that it is thereby, as re- 
gards matters so dealt with in the clause, 
| created the final Court, and therefore co- 
, ordinate with the other final Court— 
namely, the Privy Council. It seems to 
me that that is a difficulty which will 
_very likely arise. The High Court may 
well say, “We are co-ordinate in this 
matter, for the Imperial Parliament has 
said to us, ‘You are to deal with it finally, 
unless you see some reason why you 
should not allow it to go further.’” Let me 
put an illustration. The High Court has 
dealt with a question coming before it 
in favour of a particular litigant ; a ques- 
tion of a cognate character has arisen in 
another State Court, and that goes to the 
Privy Council ; the Privy Council takes 
a different view. I think it is very doubt- 
ful how effect is to be given to that view 
by the High Court or in Australia. But 
suppose that in the province the decision 
of the High Court has been acted upon, 
rights adjudicated upon; interests trans- 
ferred under that decision, how is all that 
to be undone? It seems to me that the 
conflict is inevitable. I admit that in 

‘other cases, outside the classes of cases 
as to which the High Court has exclusive 
jurisdiction, I think. there is ground for 
saying that the Privy Council is the 
paramount controlling Court ; but in the 
ease I have put I cannot help thinking 
that difficulty may arise. I will only 
trouble your Lordships with this conelud- 
ing observation. As a Home Ruler, 
which I am-—I may he allowed to profess 
it in these days when it is not so popular 
asit once was—-as a Home Ruler I rejoice 
at this Bill; I am delighted to see that 
the fullest powers are given to Australia 
to work out its own destiny by its own 
methods, and I have no doubt that it will 
be able to work out that destiny and ful- 
fil it in complete harmony with the great 
interests of the Empire. 


*Viscount KNUTSFORD: I will not 
detain your Lordships for more than two 
minutes, but as I may not be able to be 
present at other stages of this Bill, I 
would like to say one word upon it, as 
one who has a genuine interest in the 
question, and who, whether in office or out 
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of office, has constantly urged upon Austra | 
lian statesmen that they should endeavour | 
to find a solution of these difficulties. | 
The last speaker said that in some points | 
of view this debate is not real; but I can | 
assure him—and I am speaking for every | 
noble Lord present now—that as to our | 
satisfaction at this great question having | 
been settled the debate is very real 
indeed. The difficulties in arriving at a | 
solution of the many questions were very | 
great—indeed, perhaps they have hardly 
been appreciated by those in this coun- 
try who have not studied colonial ques- 
tions. At one time there was, no doubt, 
an impatience of the delay, and a fear that 
the difficulties might not be overcome. | 
In one sense it is a good thing, perhaps, | 
that there has been that delay, because 
it is a good omen that this great Com- 
monwealth has been established by law 
in a year in which the colonies have 
shown their sympathy with the mother 
country, and their loyalty to the Empire, 
and it is therefore not, perhaps, to be 
regretted that there has been some delay | 
and some prolonged consideration of the 
question. Then, my Lords, the only 
other observation I would make is this. 
We all wish God-speed to the new Com | 
monwealth, not only in their own interests 
but in the interests of the Empire ; and 
if good sense and conciliatory spirit and 
toleration are shown in the management of | 
the Commonwealth asthey have beenshown | 
in getting over and solving the detailed 
difficulties in the course of the discussions 
in Australia and in this country, I am 
quite satisfied that there can be no doubt 
of the success of the Commonwealth. I 
for one most heartily desire that that 
success shall be complete. 


*Lorp BRASSEY: My Lords, if I 
venture to add two words it is because 
the last Convention, to whose labours we 
owe the Commonwealth Bill, was held in 
Melbourne, and I am reluctant to allow 
the opportunity to pass by of bearing to 
your Lordships the testimony of an eye- 
witness to the patriotic spirit, the ability, 
the patience, the mutual forbearance, and 
the entire absence of party spirit which 
marked all the proceedings of that Con- 
vention. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Com. | 
mittee of the whole House on Tuesday 
next. 
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MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD 
LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 
rder). 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, I have 
been asked by the Home Office to call 
attention to the fact that some drafting 
Amendments were put into this Bill by 
the Standing Committee. There was no 


‘opportunity then of considering these, 
| but the Home Office have since considered 


them, and practically the points which 
they dealt with have been considered 
before, and the Home Office do not con- 
sider that these Amendments are neces- 
sary, although they probably will do no 
harm. I must point out that there are 


| several errors in them which would have 


to be amended, and therefore, as I under- 
stand, the noble Earl in charge of the Bill 
would approve of them being left out. 
I shall beg to move that the last clause, 
Clause 3, which was put in in the Stand- 
ing Committee, be omitted and also the 
schedule. 


Eart GREY: I quite agree with the 


| noble Lord. 


Amendments made ; Bill to be read 3¢ 
on Monday next. 


BURIAL GROUNDS BILL, 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL 
[H.L.]. 


VOLUNTEERS BILL [u.1.}. 


Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bills to be read 3¢ on Mon- 
day next. 


COLONIAL SOLICITORS BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3“ on Monday next. 
MILITARY LANDS BILL [H.L.]. 
(THIRD READING. ] 


Bill read 3a (according to Order). 


*Lorp THRING: In moving the 


_ Amendment which stands in my name I 


‘¢ 
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shall say but very few words, and I am 
conscious that they will probably be of 
very little effect. What I have done is 
this. I have put in a schedule the con- 
tents of eighteen lines of the Bill; in 
other words, I have fully explained in the 
schedule the whole of the clauses which 
are in fact embodied by reference in the 
Bill. I myself had great difficulty in 
discovering what the clauses were, and I 
admit that it was on the authority of one 
of the officials employed by the noble 
Lord who kindly aided me by his direction, 
that I believe that they are accurately 
described. 
out the elaborate clauses that were 
referred to. I also admit that what 
the Chairman of Committees said 
was correct, that a great many of 


{LORDS} 
| in the schedule hereto shall apply as 


Bill. 52 


the 
were enacted in the body of this Act.’”—( The 
Lord Thring.) 


*THE EARL OF PORTSMOUTH: It. 
will, perhaps, save the time of your Lord-. 
ships if I immediately follow my noble 
friend and explain my own position. [ 


‘am not qualified to form any opinion as. 


I admit that I could not make | 


to whether the schedule which the noble 
Lord hasintroduced is a proper and correct: 
interpretation of the law, but what I do. 
want to call your Lordships’ attention to 
is this, that under this Bill land can be 
compulsorily taken from any owner on 
the initiation of the county council and 
hired compulsorily for thirty-five years. 
Now, my Lord, as most of the land in the 


‘neighbourhood of London which is desir- 


these clauses ought to have been put in, 


the Bill, but if I had put them in the Bill 
it would have required the Bill to be 
entirely recast, and I had no time to do 
it. What I have done is to endeavour to 
make what I think is extremely intricate 
plain, and I hope I have succeeded. With 
respect to the substance of the Bill, it is 
this. A county has a right to pass a reso- 


able for building purposes is high land, and 
naturally the land which is hired, great. 
injustice might be done when the land is. 
taken, and after such land had _ been 
taken such land became useful for building 
operations. Let us see what the effect of 
the Bill as it now stands would be, A 


council could compel an owner to lease 


lution that it requires to hire land by | 


compulsion. It is has passed this resolu- 
tion, the resolution is sent to the Local 
Government Board; the Local Govern- 


ment Board, if no objection is made, may | 


pass it into law—they may make an | 1 
| London, or, indeed, near any other large 


order, and it becomes law. If an objection 
is made, then they have to direct a local 
inquiry, and, according to that local 
inquiry, they may or may not pass it into 
law. Therefore, it must be obvious 


to your Lordships that the proceeding is 


somewhat drastic. I think it must be 
obvious that it ought to be plainly put 
out in the Bill what that procedure is. 
With respect to the principle of the Bill, 
I think it is extremely desirable that 
rifle ranges should be encouraged. I 
make no objection to-the principle of the 


Bill, although it gives unusual powers, | 


but what I still object to is that the 
nature of those powers should be concealed 
under a cloud of words which I, although 
I think I may claim to be somewhat of 
an authority in the matter of referential 
clauses, was perfectly unable to unfold. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 3, page 2, line 5, to leave out 


from ‘and the’ to the end of the clause, and | 


insert ‘and for the purpose of carrying such 


Lord Tiing. 


‘for mining purposes. 


his land for thirty-five years. That 
owner at the time might not be able to 
show in any definite and distinct way that 
such land could be used for building 
purposes. Who would have been able to 
foresee the enormous development of 
Woking, Guildford, and other towns near 


centres of population in the provinces ? 
What I think would meet the exigen- 
cies of the case would be if your 
lordships are prepared to accept the prin- 
ciple of compulsory hiring—which I do 
not discuss now, but having accepted 
that, then provide that such an owner 
should have the power in the same way 
as is given under the Act of 1894, whichis. 
referred to in this Act, to resume possession. 
of his land where such land came in for 
building purposes. The owner has now 
that power where such land can be used 
It must also be 
borne in mind that such resumption would 
not be arbitrarily or vexatiously under- 
taken, because first, he would have to 
satisfy the Local Government (me and 
secondly, he would have to pay*such com- 
pensation as the Local Government Board 
might determine—first of all as the Coun- 


ev 


cil and he might agree, or failing agree- 


ment, as an arbitrator might direct. 
All it seems to me that I am asking for— 


resolution into effect the provisions contained | and I am sure it is a point that is of the 
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greatest importance—is that an owner 
should not have his land taken away from 
him and perhaps the value of his pro- 
rty enormously deteriorated by being 
unable to part with his land for thirty- 
five years without any power to resume 
it again under totally different circum- 
stances. : 
Lorp THRING : I ought to have ex- 
plained to your Lordships that there 
were two exceptions that had been added 
to this clause ; first, that a person injuri- 
ously affected as well as the person 
interested in the land should be able to 
appear ; and, secondly, there is a clause 
that the landlord might resume the land 
if he wanted it for building purposes in 
the same way as he might under the in- 
ecorporated clause resume it for mining. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSpowNng) : I 
regret the trouble to which the 
House and my _ noble friend 
been put owing to this clause. I 
can assure him that far from 
desiring to offer obstinate resistance to 
his proposal I should have been very glad 
indeed to meet him and to accept his 
schedule if I could have been convinced 
that that schedule correctly represented 
the law as it stands without any material 
alteration of language. But, my Lords, I 
have only to-day received from the Local 
Government Board, which Department 
I need not say is largely concerned in the 
administration of these Acts, a memo- 
randum which I will not attempt to read 
to the House, but which goes to show 
that the schedule of the noble Lord is 
not one which could be safely added to 
the Bill, The Department has sent me a 
proof of the noble Lord’s schedule 
annotated in blue ink with the Amend- 
ments which would be necessary in order 
to effect the minimum of alteration to bring 
it into conformity with established practice, 
and those Amendments are extremely 
numerous. The memorandum goes on to 
say that the schedule contains a number of 
passages which import a wider meaning 
than the words of theexisting law have been 
given ; the omissions are enumerated ; 
the fourteenth section is described as 
being certainly an incomplete version of 


Section 1 of the incorporated Act, and in | 


conclusion I am advised that the schedule 
cannot at present be regarded as a work- 
able substitute for Clause 3 of the Bill. 
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My Lords, I am afraid that in the face of 
that strong expression of expert opinion 
I cannot possibly accept the schedule of 
my noble friend, but I cannot help 
thinking that my noble friend, and _per- 
haps some other Members of the House, 
have altogether over-estimated the danger: 
to which owners of land will be exposed 
under the provisions of this Bill. It is not 
the case that the passing of this Bill will 
enable persons to come forward in the 
guise of those free selectors of whom we 
heard earlier in the evening to place rifle 
ranges in the middle of a private estate. 
The noble Earl told the House that this: 
Bill would put it absolutely into the hands 
of County Councils to deal with this. 
question. 


*THE Eart or PORTSMOUTH: What 
I said was that the County Council could 
hire land compulsorily from the landlord, 
and he would have no power to resume 
for building purposes such as he would. 
have now in the case of minerals. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
Quite so, but the matter does not rest, as. 
the noble Earl supposes, with the County 
Council. This is what happens. The 
parish council has to move first. The 
parish council has first to try to hire by 
If the parish council fails. 


the case to the County Council, then the 
County Council go to the Standing Com- 
mittee for allotments, and after that a 
public inquiry is held in the parish. 


Lorp THRING.:. May I interrupt the 
noble Marquess-? The parish council have 
nothing on earth to do with it. 


*THE Marqurss. oF LANSDOWNE: 
I am reciting the procedure followed in 
the case of the compulsory hiring of 
allotments. 


Lorp THRING: I was misled im 
exactly the same: way, but I can assure 
the noble Marquess that under the Bill 
the parish council has nothing on earth 
to do with the matter. 


*THe Earn. or PORFSMQUTH: The 
County Council certainly has. 


Lorp THRING: Yes, but not the 
parish council ; that is, one of the very 
traps that I myself fell into. 
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THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: | 
Let us begin then with the County 
Council. The County Council holds a 
public inquiry ; then there is an oppor- 
tunity to any person interested to 
memorialise. The Order is deposited 
with the Local Government Board, and if 
memorial has been presented and not 
withdrawn, then the Local Government 
Board in its turn proceeds to hold 
a local inquiry, after which the 
‘Order may be confirmed. So that 
really the rights of the private owner 
are hedged in by a whole series of 
inquiries, inquiries which must take con- 
siderable time, during which any person 
aggrieved will have ample opportunity of 
stating his grievances. I cannot, I am 
afraid, after the warning I have received, 
accept this Amendment, but the Bill of 
course has to pass through the other 
House of Parliament, and I have no 
doubt that before it becomes law the point | 
which my noble friend has raised will be | 
‘considered and properly discussed. 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
{The Earl of Morey): I am not sur- 
prised to hear that my noble friend 
behind me (the Marquess of Lansdowne) 
after the report he has received from the 
Local Government Board feels himself 
unable to accept the Amendment of 
the noble Lord opposite. I somewhat 
regret it, because, even if it did) 
not actually follow the present procedure 
with regard to allotments, I should have 
preferred to see some procedure laid 
down in the Bill which would make it 
clear to everyone what was intended. In 
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this case the parish council has nothing 
whatever to do with the matter at all. It 
is the council of the borough or the 
council of the county. They make their 
own inquiries, and as the noble Lord said 
there is an appeal to the Local Govern- 
ment Board, but only one appeal. The 
question of compulsory hiring is an 
entirely new principle, except with regard 
to allotments, and compulsory hiring for 
a rifle range is a very different thing to 
hiring a few acres for an allotment. It ex- 
tends over a much larger area, and, there- 
fore, I think it should be carefully guarded, 
The question of injuriously affecting is 
one that ought to be carefully considered 
in allowing this compulsory hiring for 
rifle ranges. Then with regard to what 
my noble friend the Earl of Portsmouth 
said as to the land possibly becoming 
available for building purposes, I think 
that also requires some consideration. 
The point is not whether building is 
going on at the present time; it is 
whether in the course of the thirty-five 
years land which was when the hiring 
commenced possibly waste land, becomes 
within that time a large building area, 
Such a contingency is quite possible, and 
I think there should be some provision, 
with careful restrictions, to enable the 
land to be resumed if it is required for 
building, in the same way that it can be 
resumed now if minerals are under it. I 
venture to call the noble Marquess’s 
attention to those two questions, which I 
think are deserving of his consideration. 

On Question, whether to agree to the 
said Amendment, their Lordships 
divided :—Contents, 2 ; Not-Contents, 11. 


CONTENTS. 
Portsmouth, E. [Zeller.] | Thring, L. [Zeller.] 
NOT-CONTENTS. 
Halsbury, E. (L. Chancellor.) | Waldegrave, E. [Tedler.] James, L. 


Devonshire, D. (1. President.) 
Abercorn, M. (D. Abercorn.) | Churehill, L. 
Lansdowne, M. | Heneage, L. 

It appearing that thirty Lords were 
not present, the Lord Chancellor declared 
the question not decided. Further debate 
on the said Amendment adjourned to 
Monday next. 


Frankfort de Montmorency, V. 
[Teller] 


Lawrence, L. 
Sudley,L. (£. Arran.) 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read la; 
and to be printed. [No. 145.] 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Eight of the clock to Monday next, 


a quarter before Eleven of the clock. 
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57 Private Bill 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 29th June, 1900. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS _ [Lords] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the first Read- 
ing thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz. :— : 

Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 

[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


HOYLAKE AND WEST KIRBY IM- 
PROVEMENT BILL. 
WAKEFIELD CORPORATION MARKET 


shies 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 

BRAY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

° BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
NEATH HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 

Queen’s consent signified; read the 

third time, and passed, without amend. 


ment. 


TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 


out amendment. 


BRAY AND ENNISKERRY RAILWAY 


aL. 


As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—-(Mr. Cald- 
well.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL. 


As amended, considered. 
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Ordered, That Standing Orders:223 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.—(M/r. Caldwell.), 


Bill accordingly read the third. time,, 
and passed. 





TOTTENHAM URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


Ordered, that Standing Orders 223 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time,, 
and passed. 


WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read: 
the third time. 


MARGATE CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
(BY ORDER.) 


Read a second time, and committed. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (No. 10) BLLL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 





| 
| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL, 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
| the third time upon Monday next. 
/PERTH AND PAISLEY GAS 

VISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 

Reported, without amendment 


LOCAL 


PRO- 


[ Pro-- 
| visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie- 
| upon the Table. 

| Bill to be read the third time upon: 
| Monday next. 

| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL, 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


| Reported, without amendment [Pre- . 
| visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
‘upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 
Reported, without amendment [Pro 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie: 

upon the Table. 
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Bill to be read the third time upon , 
Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 15) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 


upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (I[RELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 

upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERN MENT (LRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 

visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 

upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


‘LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ILRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments _ | Pro- 

-visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 

upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BRIGHTON 
AND PRESTON UNITED DISTRICT, 
ETC.) BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without amendment [| Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time 
Monday next. 


upon 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY BILL. 
BURNLEY CORPORATION BILL 
{Lords}. 
GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
.tolie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


{COMMONS} 


Business. 60 


GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY 
COMPANY BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEays, 
in pursuance of Standing Order 83 relating 
to Private Bills, informed the House that 
in his opinion the Great Indian Peninsula 
Railway Company Bill, though unopposed, 
ought to be treated as an opposed Private 


Bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill, changed to Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 2) 
Biil; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill; Hamilton Burgh Bill, 
with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments 
to—Mersey- Docks and Harbour Board 
Bill [Lords]; Paignton Urban District 
Water Bill Lorde without amendment. 

That they have agreed to—Mountain 
Ash Water Bill [Lords], with Amend- 
ments. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to confer further powers on the 
Caledonian Railway Company in relation 
to their undertaking, to authorise the 
Lochearnhead St. Fillans and Comrie 
Railway Company to construct certain 
works in connection with their railway, to 
extend the periods for the purchase of 
lands for or for the completion of works 
hy the before-mentioned companies and 
the Cailander and Oban Railway Com- 
pany; and for other purposes.”  Cale- 
donian Railway Bill {Lords}. 

Also a Billintituled, “ An Act to reduce 
the capital and extend the powers of the 
London and San Francisco Bank, Limited ; 
and for other purposes.” London and 
San Francisco Bank Bill {Lords}. 

And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act for 
reorganising the capital of the G. H 
Hammond Company, Limited, and en 
abling that company to redeem and 
convert its debentures and income stock.” 


Hammond (G. H.) Company Bill { Lords]. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL [Lords] 
LONDON AND SAN FRANCISCO BANK 
BILL [Lords]. 

HAMMOND (G. H.) COMPANY BILL 
[Lords]. 

Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 
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61 Returns, 
PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Dunbar, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Petition of the General Assembly of 
the Church of Scotland, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. . 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LUNACY BILL. 
Petition from Tadcaster, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 


LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Whaplode St. 
Catherine’s ; Ringwood ; Romsey ; Gring- 
ley; Beckingham ; and Walkeringham ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE. OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petition from Retford, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Chellaston ; 
Weardale; Golborne (two); Lowton; 
Worksop; Whaplode St. Catherine’s ; 
Otley ; Caxton ; Blean ; Wheatley ; Beck- 
ingham; Fochriw; Ealing; Hamilton ; 
St. Neots; Lymington (two); Romsey 
(two); Gringley ; Ringwood ; Daventry ; 
Walkeringham ; Liverpool; Blisworth ; 
Tiffield ; Wigan ; Malton ; Craster ; Tad- 
caster ; Frome ; and Dennington ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL AND 
SUNDAY CLOSING (MON MOUTH- 


SHIRE) BILL. 


Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL, 


Petitions in favour, from West Calder ; 
Glenbucket ; and Torthorwald; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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| SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
| BILL. 
| Petitions in favour, from Lowton ; 
|Golborne (two); Wimborne; Whaplode 
/St.  Catherine’s; Thrupp; Sturton ; 
| Kingston - upon - Hull; Daventry; Blis- 
_worth; LEcecleshill (two); Gelligaer ; 
| Ealing ; Hamilton ; Ringwood ; Tiffield ; 

Wigan (two); Brynmawr; Romsey ; 

Motherwell Dunnington Clifton ; 

Craster ; Leeds; and Stockport ; to lie 
| upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Gelligaer, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS,. ETC. 
FINANCE ACCOUNTS. 


Copy presented, of Finance Accounts 
of the United Kingdom for the vear 
ended 31st March, 1900 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. {No. 
241.] 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of a Light 
Railway in the county of Sussex from 
Bexhill to St. Leonards (Bexhill and St. 
Leonards Light Railway Order, 1900) 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, autho- 
rising the cunstruction of a Light Railway 
in the county of Gloucester (Cheltenham 
and District Light Railway (Extension) 
Order, 1900) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissisners, and con- 
firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising 
the construction of a Light Railway in 
the county of East Sussex, from Roberts- 
bridge to Pevensey (Robertsbridge and 
Pevensey Light Railway Order, 1900) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
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modified and confirmed by the Board of 
Trade, authorising the construction of a 
Light Railway in the county of Glou- 
cester, from Cheltenham to Cleeve Hill 
(Cheltenham and District Light Railway 
Order, 1900) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


WOODS, FORESTS, AND LAND 
REVENUES. 

Copy presented, of Seventy-eighth 

Report of the Commissioners, 

29th June, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon 

the Table, and to be printed. [No. 242.] 


ISLE OF MAN. 


{COMMONS} 


dated | 


Questions. 64 
| THE UNDER SECRETARY og 
|STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


|(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : Her 
| Majesty’s Consul at Tientsin telegraphs 
| that the British losses in Admiral Sey- 
| mour’s force which arrived 26th June, to- 
| gether with relief force, were as follows— 
R.M.A., ‘killed, seven. 
| Officers wounded, twenty-four men killed, 
|ninety-one wounded. Returns from foreign 


detachments not yet completed, but total is. 
stated to be sixty-two killed, 212 wounded.” 


“Captain Beyts, 


Various reports have reached the Govern- 
ment as to the positions of the Legations, 
_ but the most recent one points to their 
being still in Peking. 


Account presented, of Revenue and , 


Expenditure for the year ended 31st 
March, 1900, with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereon 


by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to , 


e printed. [No. 243.] 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Medway Conservancy.—Copy of State- 
ment of Receipts and Expenditure of the 
Conservators for the year ending 25th 


March, 1900 [by Act]. 


EAST INDIA (INOCULATION AGAINST 
CHOLERA AND TYPHOID). 

Address for ‘Return of Correspon- 
dence relating to preventive inoculation 
against Cholera and Typhoid in India.”—- 
(Sir Charles Cameron.) 
PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTS, 

1879 AND 1884. 

Address for “Return showing the 
working of the Regulations made in 1886 
for carrying out the Prosecution of 


Offences Acts, 1879 and 1884, with 
Statistics setting forth the number, 


nature, cost, and results of the Proceedings 
instituted by the Director in accordance 
with those Regulations from the lst day 
of January, 1899, to the 31st day of 
December, 1899 (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 238, of Session 


1899).”—(Mr. .Tesse Collings.) 


QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN 
RECENT OPERATIONS. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : | 


May I ask whether the Government have 
received any news from China. 


OUTBREAK— | 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—RESUMPTION 
OF INDUSTRIAL OPERATIONS IN 
THE TRANSVAAL. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State: 
'for the Colonies whether his attention 
has been directed to the telegram, dated 
8th June, to the Colonial Office from Sir 
Alfred Milner, in which it is stated that 
the Chamber of Mines, whose head- 
quarters is at Cape Town, has agreed 
upon 580 representatives of leading 
mining and other companies, who will 
proceed to Johannesburg as soon as Lord 
Roberts can receive them, and that as. 
many banking and other commercial 
representatives as possible will accompany 
, them ; will he say if a representative of 
the African Bank will be among them, 
specially privileged to enter Johannes- 
burg; and, on what ground special 
facilities will be afforded to the repre- 
sentatives of the capitalist bodies of 
returning to Johannesburg, while British 
mining operatives have been warned that 
they cannot return to Johannesburg for a 
considerable time, and that they will be 
detained in their journey from England. 
to the Transvaal at South African ports. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): (1) The substance of 
the telegram was communicated to the 
| newspapers by my instructiens. (2) I do. 
‘not know. (3) The answer to the last. 


| paragraph of the question is contained in. , 


the telegram from Sir A. Milner to which 
the hon. Member refers. It is clearly 
/inexpedient to allow large numbers of 
persons seeking employment to return to 
| Johannesburg until military demands upon 


| transport and supply become less urgent, ° 


an 
int 
etc 
ne 


pla 


rig 
Mi 
oce 
bla 


h 
thi 


HO 


*) 
Unc 
whe 
the 
Afr 
died 
17,6 
fron 
state 
prov 
hosp 
med 
appl 
dises 
vidir 
prim 
for t 
can s 
and 3 
Afric 


Th 
on th 


Co 
To a 
for W 
called 
condit 
seat O 
modat 
propel 
that t 
unable 
the v 
efficier 
to do 
presen 
render 
wound 


Sir 
Centra 


VOI 





rm- 
ns, 
eir” 


IN 
IN. 


zal, 
ate: 
ion 
ted 
Sir 
hat 
ad- 
eed: 
ing. 
vill 
ord 
as. 
cial 
ny 
of 
em, 
1e8- 
cial 
ore- 
of 
tish 
hat 
ra 
| be 
and. 
ts. 


FOR. 
LIN,, 
of 
the 


last 


lin , 


ich 
rly 
. of 
1 to 
pon 


ant,, ° 





65 Questions. {29 JUNE 1900} Questions. 66 


and until the representatives of the great | tary of State for War if he will state 
industries, such as managers, engineers, | how many military surgeons and how 
etc, have made the arrangements |many civil surgeons have been em- 
necessary before the industries of the | ployed in the campaign in South Africa, 
place can be re-established. and how many male attendants and how 
many female nurses have been employed 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will tae | in the several hospitals of the Royal 
right hon. Gentleman instruct Sir A. Army Medical Department, and how 
Milner to take care that the places once , many doctors, attendants, and nurses in 
occupied by whites are not filled by the hospitals on land and water provided 
blacks ? | by private munificence, and how many 
beds were available on 1st June for the 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not | forces under Field Marshal Lord Roberts 
think any such instructions are necessary. | in Cape Colony and Natal; and can he 
| give any information to the House as to 


HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL ARRANGE. | the suyply of medical comforts to South 
MENTS. | Africa on the outbreak of the war and 


*Mr. FABER (York) : I beg to ask the | uring its course. 


Under Secretary of State for War} “Tus UNDER SECRETARY or 


whether, in view of the fact that since | 7 a ‘ 
the commencement of the war in South | STATE For WAR (Mr. WyNDHAM, 
Africa 127 officers and 4,260 men have Dover): The debate this afternoon 


died of disease there, and 844 officers and | will be the proper occasion for a full 

17.666 men have been invalided home | “iscussion of the various questions raised, 
’ | j py 

from causes other than wounds, he will | but I may say in general that for 

state what steps have been taken to each increase of the force in South Africa 

provide for the stationary and field | @ proportionate increase of medical staff 


: ; P ea adic: s been madé. There 
hospitals being properly equipped with | #24 medical stores has ; 
a g Propany amp | | are now in South Africa, according to our 


medical officers and attendants and A ; < : 
appliances for dealing with cases of /atest information, 466 Army medical 
disease, and on whom the duty of pro-| officers and 440 civilian sareoms, OOS 
viding for the equipment of such hospitals | pero Th angi = a a - 
primarily rests, and who are responsible | OPCCTIes. — * hese di rs o my Af yay The 
for their organisation ; and whether he | and i of bude Gas a 19th inst oe: 
can state approximately how many officers | SUPP'Y Of Des was, on bie eee 
PP y J ~ 5,000 in Natal and 13,600 in Cape Colony 


and men are now ill in hospital in South ; 
Africa from causes other than wounds. and other parts ; total, 18,600 beds in 
South Africa. 


eck pllowing questions also sppeared| 4,5 HOWARD VINCENT: Do these 
per :— ; : 
figures include the doctors and nurses of 
CoLtonEL PILKINGTON (Southport): purely private hospitals ? 
To ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been; *Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, they include 
called to the reports of the insanitary | everything in the shape of local hospitals, 
condition of the military hospitals at the | nurses, and doctors. 
seat of war owing to the want of accom. | 
modation, overcrowding, and the lack of Mr. FABER: And what about the 
proper medical comforts, and to the fact last paragraph of my question ? 
that the hospital nurses on the spot are | 
unable to carry out their duties owing to, *Mr. WYNDHAM: I think it will be 
the want of orderlies to render them more convenient to deal with that in 
eficient aid; and whether it is possible the course of the debate. 
to do more than is being done at the 
present moment to limit contagion and SIR WALTER FOSTER’S SUGESTION 
render the possibility of the recovery of FOR A SANITARY COMMISSION. 
wounded and sick soldiers more probable.| Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
_ hampton, E.): I beg to ask the Under 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | Secretary of State for War whether, in 
Central): To ask the Under Seere- | October last, he received a letter from 
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the hon. Member for Ilkeston pointing; UNWOUNDED SOLDIERS DEAD OR 
out that in all probability great loss of INVALIDED HOME. 

life from fever and other maladies more} Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
or less preventible by careful sanitary | field): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
work was likely to occur in the South | of State for War when the Return asked 
African campaign, and suggesting the! for on 28th May and granted by the 
appointment of a small sanitary commis- | Government, of the number of officers and 
sion, or a commissioner and assistants, to| men who since the commencement of the 
proceed to South Africa to assist the | present war have died or been invalided 
Army medical officers in preventing the | home from causes other than wounds re- 
dangers referred to; whether the hon. | ceived in action, will be laid upon the 
Member offered to place his services and } Table of the House. 

his experience as a physician and as 

secretary of the Local Government Board| *Mr. WYNDHAM: Full information 
during the last invasion of cholera at the| on these matters has only just reached 
disposal of the War Office in an unpaid | the War Office. The Return is now being 
capacity ; and whether the suggestion | compiled, and it is hoped will shortly be 
and oder were declined by the Secretary | presented. ; 

of State on the ground that the need of | 

special assistance was not the same in 
sanitary matters as in surgical operations. 





| PROVISION FOR INVALIDED SOLDIERS 
| —APPEALS TO CHARITY IN KERRY. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. The facts) Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg toask 
are as stated. Army surgeons are not in | the Financial Secretary to the War Office 
constant practice as operators; and there- | whether he is aware that a public appeal 
fore the Secretary of State was very glad | has been made in the press by Colonel 
to avail himself of the patriotic offers | Johnston, commanding 101st regimental 
made by Sir W. MacCormac, Mr. Treves, | district, at Tralee, county Kerry, asking 
and other specially skilled surgeons. But | for assistance for soldiers now living in 
Army medical officers have special train-| different portions of Kerry who were in- 
ing in sanitation of camps and the valided home after being wounded in the 
management of diseases incidental to | South African war; whether this appeal 
field service, and abundant opportunities | was made owing to the fact that in many 
of obtaining experience in these matters. | cases the invalided soldiers received no 
It did not, therefore, appear that there | pension, and in other cases the pension 
was any occasion for the appointment of | granted is insufficient to keep the men 
such a sanitary commission as the hon. | outof the workhouse ; and whether the 
Member suggested. | Government will take such steps as may 

| be necessary to prevent those South 
_ African soldiers from becoming a burden 


ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT— | on the ratepayers of Kerry. 
REORGANISATION COMMITTEE’S | F = 
tEPORT. — ; 
a | *Mr. WYNDHAM: All cases of dis- 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | charze on account of disability are sub- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the | mitted to the commissioners of Chelsea 
Under Secretary of State for War whether | Hospital for the award of pensions. 
the Report of the Departmental Com-| Every soldier whose disability is due to 
mittee, which was sitting in 1898, on| service is entitled to a pension varying in 
the Reorganisation of the Army Medical | the case of privates from 6d. to 2s. 6d. a 
Department was presented to Parliament ; | day, according to the nature of the dis- 
and, if not, whether the portion of it | ability. The Government has no reason 
which bears on organisation for war can | to suppose that the ratepayers of Kerry 
now be laid before Parliament. | will be burdened in the manner sug- 

| gested. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Committee to | 
which the right hon. Baronet refers | Mr. FLAVIN: Will the hon. Gentle- 
considered the titles to be given to the | man answer the question as to the truth 
corps and to the officers, and the command | of the statement that Colonel Johnston 
to be exercised by the officers. No ques-| has made a public appeal for assistance of 
tion of organisation came before it. this sort ? 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: We know nothing | *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 

about it. ‘must remind the hon. Member that he 

|asked for an explanation and the hon. 

Mr. FLAVIN: But did he make the | Gentleman replied that he had none. 
appeal 4 | That is an answer to the question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The} Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And a most 
hon. Gentleman says he knows nothing | unsatisfactory one, Sir. 
about it. | 
| PAY OF COLONIAL TROOPS. 
RELEASED BRITISH TROOPS. | Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to} E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War | State for War how many Colonial troops 
if he can say when will the roll of the | in South Africa are having as much as 5s. 
non-commissioned officers and men who | a day in pay and allowances, and why a 
have been released from imprisonment as | difference is made in the rate of pay be- 
prisoners of war in South Africa be pub- | tween British and Colonial troops. 
lished, and why have the names of the | 
men been so long withheld from publica-| *Mr. WYNDHAM: The number is 
tion. ‘about 22,000. The question was fully 
discussed on the 1st of February in 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The names of the | debate.+ 
non - commissioned officers and men, 
prisoners of war, who were released at Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Cannot 
Pretoria have not yet been forwarded. the hon. Gentleman give me an answer to 
Lord Roberts has been requested to’ the question on the Paper ? 
supply the information. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said the 
ROODEVAAL ENGAGEMENT, 71H JUNE | 1estion was fully discussed in Committee 
—CAPTURE OF THE DERBYSHIRES. |! Supply, and it is impossible to reduce 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to the discussion to the limits of an answer 


; 2 m a question. 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War eee aT 


whether the War Office authorities have : : 
any and, if so, what explanation to offer ae ee ee 


of the fact that the news of the defeat, _Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I beg to 
and capture of the 4th battalion of the ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Derbyshire Regiment at Roodevaal on War whether he will explain why, after 
the 7th June was known in Derby on the 4th Surrey Regiment volunteered for 
the evening of Sunday, 10th June, but the front on 16th February, and was 
was not known in London till the evening ordered to embark on 23rd February, and 
of 11th June. after 200 men not yet embodied had 
joined, officers had provided themselves 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. Rumours With field equipment, and the service 
are frequently current in advance of an | Clothing of the battalion had been issued, 
official telegram, and this seems to have 0 order was received on 22nd February 
been a case of the kind. | cancelling the embarkation ; and why this 
| expense was incurred. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is it not 
the fact that the news was known in| “MR. WYNDHAM: The expense of 
Derby on Sunday, and at the Stock Preparing the battalion for field service 
Exchange on Monday before the War Was incurred because the battalion was 
‘Office published it ? put under orders. These orders were 
cancelled because two serious cases 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The information occurred indicating a want of discipline in 
reached the War Office late on Sunday, the battalion, and the Commander-in-Chief 
but we had to verify certain matters | did not consider it advisable to allow the 
before we published it. | battalion to proceed on service. 





. | +See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: But—— | Series], Vol. Ixxviii., commencing at page 339. 
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VOLUNTEER CORPS—TRAINING AND 
OUTFIT ALLOWANCES. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 7? 


| if they order it without the sanction. of 
the War Office. 


Mr. COLSTON (Gloucestershire, Thorn- | 


bury): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- | 


tary to the War Uffice whether he will 
grant the allowance in aid of outfit, of an 
amount not exceeding £100, to those 
Departmental officers who voluntarily 
placed their services at their country’s 
disposal during the great pressure of the 
South African War, but who, being 
Volunteers, are not entitled to claim the 
allowance. I beg also to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether he 
can now redeem the undertaking given 


by him to the effect that the Secretary of | 
State for War was prepared to consider | 
any special cases in which it could be | 


shown that Volunteer corps had been put 
to expense in connection with the billeting 
and messing of their service companies 
during their period of training; and, 
whether, as the Wiltshire Volunteer Ser- 


vice Company was involved in a special | 


expenditure of £502 owing to no barrack 
accommodation being provided for them, 
that sum can now be 
public sources. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope to be able 
to answer both these questions shortly. 


REORGANISATION OF TAE MILITARY | 


FORCES OF THE EMPIRE. 

Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether any attempt has been made to 
ascertain the views of the Colonial and 
Indian Governments on the reorganisa- 
tion of the military force of the Empire ; 
and whether the Government will consider 
the desirability of adding to the Com- 
mittee of the Council of Defence repre- 
sentatives of the great self-governing 
colonies and of India. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This is hardly a 
question to be answered by the War 
Office. It is rather one of policy, which 
should be addressed to the Leader of the 
House. 


NETLEY HOSPITAL—COCOA FOR 
PATIENTS. 

Mayor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether officers of the Royal Army 
Medical Corps are not allowed to pre- 
scribe cocoa for patients at Netley 
Hospital, and whether they are surcharged 


refunded from | 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Cocoa is, not sup- 
plied for ordinary diets, but it can be 
| ordered as an extra by any medical officer 
_who considers. it advisable without any 
surcharge. : 


ARMY HEAD-DRESS. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the attention of the War Office 
authorities has been directed to the order 
issued by the general officer commanding 
at Salisbury Plain, in which officers com- 
manding battalions whose men have caps 
only are recommended to make arrange- 
ments for the supply of cap covers or 
cheap white or khaki caps which should 
'be paid for out of the institute funds ; 
and whether, having regard to the fact 
that the regimental institute funds. 
practically belong to the soldiers and: 
should be expended. entirely for their: 
benefit, it will be provided that the 
ultimate cost of procuring suitable equip- 
ments for the troops should not fall upon 
the institute funds. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Such orders are 
not approved. The order in question 
has been cancelled. 


ALDERSHOT MAN(CEUVRES—HEAT 
CASUALTIES. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to: 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether all the men on parade at Alder- 
shot on the Field Day on 11th June, when 
twenty eight men, of whom four died, 
were severely affected, and twenty-nine 
men were slightly affected, by the heat of 

‘the sun, had breakfasted: before they came 
'on parade, and were the casualties om 
this occasion confined to:non-commissioned: 
| officers and men; ean he state if the 
breakfast consisted of tea. and of dry 
| bread, or were there any, and, if so, what 
additions ; and how many ounces of bread: 
were allowed for each man for breakfast 
on that day ; and will he say, out of the 
| 18,002 men on parade at Aldershot on 


| 11th June, how many were left without: 


food from their departure from barracks: 
| till their return to barracks or to hospital 
on that day ; and whether the attentiom 
|of the War Office authorities has beer 


directed to the strictures made by the 
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73 Questions. 


coroner at the inquest on the body of one | 
of the soldiers who lost his life in those | 
operations with reference to sending out | 
men on a scanty breakfast, which he | 
termed almost brutal, and the rider to the | 
verdict, that the men should have had a) 
substantial breakfast ; and have the War 
Office authorities any, and, if so, what ex- 
planation to make for a course of conduct | 
ealculated to endanger the health and | 
lives of the troops. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
was absent when these matters were fully 
discussed.¢ All the men had breakfast 
before starting. The casualties were not 
confined to the men, as two officers fell 
out. The breakfast would include ad- 
ditions, which vary in different regiments. 
The daily free issue of bread is one pound, 
and this is seldom consumed, but more 
can be obtained if required. In the case 
of two battalions the men were without 


food from the time they left barracks | 


until they returned. The food was 
despatched from barracks, but failed to 
reach the troops. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware it was sworn at the 
inquest that one man had nothing but 
dry bread ¢ 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There were two 
battalions that had no food. I can assure 
the hon. Member the whole matter is 
being fully gone into. 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ PENSIONS. 

Mr. YOUNGER (Lincolnshire, Stam- 
ford): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War, having regard to the 
fact that there are a certain number of 
officers of Militia of the rank of major 
and upwards who are now serving during 
the period of embodiment of their regi- 
ments, who are entitled to retired pay, 
and who are past the age of compulsory 
service in the Reserve, and that those 
officers are subjected to a deduction from 
their pay equal to their pension, whether, 
as their pension is for past service, and as 
they are not liable through having passed 
the limit of age to be called upon to 
serve, he will take steps to remove what 
is felt to be a hardship to officers who 
are now holding responsible positions in | 


+See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth | 
Series], Vol. Ixxxiv., pages 143 and 282. 
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regiments of Militia which are at present 
embodied. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: All Militia officers 
are under a compulsory liability to serve 
on embodiment. The Secretary of State 
is not prepared to alter the rule that no 
officer may draw full pay and retired pay 
at the same time. 


Mr. YOUNGER: But is there any 
reason why these Militia officers should 
be on a different footing to other Army 
officers serving with the Militia? Is is 
not provided under an Army order dated 
April this year that they shall draw their 
pensions without any deductions ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think the 
hon. Member quite appreciates the fact 
that an officer in the Militia has accepted 

service with the Militia whenever em- 
| bodied, and therefore he is obviously on 
an entirely different footing. 


LONDON TELEGRAPHIST VOLUN- 
TEERS—CAMP LEAVE. 
Captain NORTON (Newington W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether, in view of the Govern- 
ment appeal to private employers to give 
facilities to their workmen for attending 
Volunteer camps, the Postmaster General 
will consider the advisability and policy 
of setting an example in this particular 
by now giving to the telegraphists of the 
Central Office, London, who are Volun- 
teers, permission to attend the Aldershot 
camp for training purposes, which has 
hitherto been refused. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr.  HANBuRY, 
Preston): Every effort will be made to 
release as many Volunteers as possible 
for the purpose of attending camp. But 
the months of July and August are the 
periods of the greatest pressure in the 
Central Telegraph Office, which has 
already lost a large number of men by 
reason of the war in South Africa ; and 
it is, of course, a matter of the first im- 
portance to prevent any possibility of a 
breakdown in the telegraph service. 


NAVY — WATER- TUBE BOILERS — 
BREAKDOWN OF THE T.B.D. 
“SKATE.” 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
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can he give the House any infor- Mr. GOSCHEN: Yes, Sir, when I re- 
mation as to the breakdown of the ceive it. 


torpedo boat destroyer “Skate,” which 
left Plymouth on 7th May for Gibraltar, 
under convoy of Her Majesty’s ship 
“ Minerva”; did the “Skate’s ” foremost 
boiler give out soon after the vessels had 
entered the Bay of Biscay ; did her other 
three boilers break down shortly after- 
wards ; and was she thus so completely 
crippled that it was found necessary for 
the “ Minerva” to take her in tow ; did 
the towing hawser part a few hours after- 
wards ; was the “Skate” lost sight of 
owing to the darkness of the night, and 
the heavy sea; and did she remain, in 
her helpless state, shipping heavy seas 
and in danger of foundering, from 10 p.m 
on the 9th@fay, till 8 a.m. on the i0th 
May, when she was again discovered and 
taken in tow by the “Minerva”; and 
has the “Skate” suffered so much that 
it has been found, on her arrival at Gib- 
raltar, impossible to send her to sea again 
until she has been provided with new 
boilers ; and were her boilers water-tube 
boilers, and, if so, of what type. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHeN, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The “ Skate ” left Ply- 
mouth with the “ Minerva” on May &th, 
and was taken in tow by that ship on the 
9th, because the engines had to be stopped 
owing to the rolling of the vessel bringing 
the circulating inlets out of the water. 
She was either cast off or the hawser 
carried away some time during the 
evening, and the “Minerva” remained 
by her during the night and took her in 
tow again the next morning. She was 
again cast off at 4 p.m., and proceeded to 
Vigo under her own steam. After 


leaving Vigo her boilers were damaged, | 


and the “ Minerva” towed her to Gib- 
raltar. Three of her boilers will have to 
be re-tubed. I have not yet got complete 
information from Gibraltar. She has 
small tube water-tube boilers of the 


Blechynden type. 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.): Were these 
the Belleville boilers ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: No, they were not 


Belleville boilers, but small tube water , 


boilers of a totally different kind. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman publish any further 
information on the subject ? 


CIUDAD BOLIVAR—MURDER OF MR, 
JAMES LYELL. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington) : I beg: 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he has received the 
Report in reference to the murder of Mr. 
James Lyell, at Ciudad Bolivar, and can 
he state whether the murderer has been 
executed. 


Mr. BRODRICK : The investigation 
into the circumstances connected with the 
murder of Mr. Lyell is still proceeding, 
and is being watched by Her Majesty’s 
Consul at Ciudad Bolivar. In a telegram 
recently received Her Majesty’s Chargé 
d’Affaires at Caracas reports that he has 
strongly urged the Venezuelan Govern- 
ment to accelerate proceedings in the 
case. 


Mr. PIKE PEASE: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that this murder took. 
place as far back as February last ? Is it 
not time for the Government to press for 
the execution of the murderer ! 


[No answer was given. | 


EGYPT—DURATION OF BRITISH 
OCCUPATION. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether it is intended 
that the occupation of Egypt shall be 
permanent, and if it is not so intended,. 
whether Her Majesty’s Government can 
now state at what date the occupation is 
likely to cease. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty's 
Government have nothing at present to 
add to the declarations which have been 
publicly made by them and by their pre- 
decessors in regard to the policy of this 
country in Egypt. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is the 
| Khedive visiting this country because he 
| wants us to clear out of his country ? 


UGANDA —COMPENSATION TO 
FRENCH CATHOLICS. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 

| I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 

for Foreign Affairs whether the sum of 

| £10,000, voted in March, 1899, by the 
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House of Commons, after negotiations | 


with the French Government, in com- 
pensation of claims on the part of certain 


Roman Catholics in Uganda in respect of | 


injuries alleged to have been done to their 
clothing and property by British forces, 
was paid over to the French Government 
or to Cardinal Vaughan. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The sum in ques- 
tion was paid to the injured parties 
through Cardinal Vaughan. 


ASHANTI—SUGGESTED RESTORATION 
OF KING PREMPEH. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can say what has 
become of King Prempeh ; and whether, 
in view of the condition of affairs in 
Ashanti, the Government will consider 
the advisability of restoring the King 
that he may use his influence for the 
pacification of his people. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Prempeh 
is at present in Sierra Leone. 
tion of his being restored to Ashanti 
cannot be entertained. 


ASHANTI—NATIVE RISING—INVEST- 
MENT OF COOMASSIE. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Eeclesall): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he 
can give the House any information as to 
the relief of Coomassie. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No news | 


has been received since that which was 
published in the newspapers yesterday 
morning. 


HARBOUR DOCK AND PIER SCHEMES 
—EXEMPTION OF GOVERNMENT 
DEPARTMENTS FROM DOCK RATES. 


Sir WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH | 


(Manchester, N.W.): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, will he explain 
under what authority the Treasury are 
now requiring the promoters of private 
Bills for the construction or extension of 
harbours, docks, and piers to insert in such 
Bills clauses extending the provisions of 
Section 28 of the General Act, 10 and 
11 Vic., cap. 27, to other Government 
Departments than those specially ex- 
empted by that section from the payment 


of dock rates or duties; and to what | 
| 
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The ques- | 


| of the present year. 
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Government Departments or Government 
services such power is held to extend. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Treasury repre- 
sents to Parliament on behalf of the 
executive Government the desirability of 
inserting these clauses, and Parliament. 
has constantly seen fit to insert them. 
In 1899, for example, they appeared in 
thirteen Acts and six Provisional Orders 
under the Board of Trade, and this year 
six Acts containing them have already 
received the Royal Assent. They will 
apply to all Government Departments. 


NORTH DEVON TELEPHONIC SYSTEM. 
Sirk CAMERON GULL (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple): I beg to ask the Secretary 
‘to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he can state 
when the provisional agreement between 
the Postmaster General and the National 
Telephone Company as to the extension 
of the trunk telephone line to North 
Devon, which was made last autumn, 
will be finally sanctioned and the promised 
extension made. ° 


Mr. HANBURY : The work necessary 
for the connection of Barnstaple and 
Ilfracombe with the trunk wire system 
has been authorised by the Treasury, 
31st May, and will be completed as 
rapidly as possible. 


LONDON TELEPHONE SERVICE. 

Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Black- 
friars): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he can now say when the Post 
Office will be ready to supply telephone 
service in the London district from their 
exchange, and when the tariff and con- 
ditions will be published. 


Mr. HANBURY: The construction of 
the underground system of wires for the 
Post Office telephone exchanges is pro- 
ceeding as rapidly as possible in various 
parts of London, and it is hoped to com- 
plete a part of the system about the end 
The rates of sub- 
scription and conditions of service will be 
published as soon as the Postmaster 
General is able to give a definite date for 


| the opening of the central exchange. 


GREAT NORTH OF IRELAND RAIL- 
WAY—SUTTON-HOWTH TRAMWAY. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 





79 Questions. 


Trade whether he is aware that the Great 
Northern Railway (Ireland) Act, 1897, 
empowered the company to lay a tram- 
way to Howth along the public road from 
Sutton to Censure and along the Bailey 
Road, but that the company, instead of 
laying a tramway along the public road, 
built a tramroad between those points on 
lands acquired from private owners, and 
raised the some a foot above the public 
road, but without fencing it off for the 
safety of the public or providing for 
surface drainage; whether, considering 
that the Irish Courts have decided that 
there is an essential difference between a 
tramroad and a tramway, one being part 
of the road available for public traffic 
and the other being a railway, the road 
authority has power to sanction such de- 
viation from the powers of the Act 
under Section 20, as the company allege ; 
is any agreement under that section as to 
construction between the company and 
the road authority to be subject to the 
provisions of the Act, and confined to 
tramways along or across any street or 
road; do the Board of Trade maintain 
that such an agreement is within the 
competence of the parties, and have the 


Board of Trade been asked to sanction a | 


departure from Section 9 of the Act, 
which provides that the tramways shall 
be laid and maintained in such a manner 
that the surface of the rails shall be on a 
level with the surface of the carriage way 
of the road along which same is laid ; and 
whether, as the line is not to be opened 
for public tratlic without a certificate 
from the Board of Trade, such certificate 
will be granted until the law is complied 
with. 

THE PRESIDENT or Tor BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Rircuie, Croydon): I am 


aware that, at the request of the road 
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Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly, if authority 


is given. 


CORK AND WATERFORD TELEPHONE 
SERVICE. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the so-called trunk telephone 
service between Cork and Waterford is 
not a direct wire but passes through 
Limerick and Dublin with the result that 
the delays are such as to make the service 
useless ; and seeing that in England towns 
so small as Hayle (Cornwall) with only 
1,672 inhabitants, Newquay with 1,891 
inhabitants, and Llandaff with 3,379, 
have the advantage of a trunk telephone 
service, and that in Ireland Tralee (the 
chief town of county Kerry), Killarney 
(an important tourist centre), and other 
| important towns, such as Newry, are left 
| without it, whether the Postmaster 
|General will reconsider the representa- 
| tions made to him by the Cork Chamber 
|of Shipping and Commerce as to the 
| necessity for trunk telephonic communica- 
tion between Cork and Fermoy, Youghal, 
| Mallow, Tralee, and other towns. 


Mr. HANBURY: Tetephone trunk- 
| wire communication between Cork and 
| Waterford is by way of Dublin. There 
|is no break at Limerick. The average 
|number of messages between Cork and 
| Waterford is less than two a day, but the 
service is a good one. There is not a 
| direct trunk-wire service at Hayle -and 
| Llandaff. The nearest offices on the 
|trunk-wire system are at Penzance and 
| Cardiff respectively, and access to that 
system is obtained through the local 
exchange systems of the Na*ional Tele- 
| phone Company from Hayle and Llan- 
| daff. The extension to North Cornwall 








authority, the railway company proposed | and N ewquay was made under a guarantee 
to lay the tramway along the side of the | from the National Telephone Company. 
road instead of on the road itself. The} An extension of the trunk-wire system is 
Board of Trade informed the company | naw teine made to Newry under a similar 
that the Department had no power to | euarantee, and the Postmaster General 
authorise such a deviation from the | has offered on several occasions to extend 
authorised line, but that as the alteration | the system under local or other guarantees 
was made at the request of the road | to the other towns sebeihaiaal, in the 
authority they would not refuse to in- | question. 

spect the line if so made. It is clear that | 
the company should take the earliest | 


. : Soe a TAXATION COMMISSION— 
convenient opportunity of obtaining | 


SITTINGS IN IRELAND. 


LOCAL 





statutory authority for the alteration. | 


Mr. FLAVIN : Is there any power to 
construct a tramway on a public road ? 


/_ Mr. CAREW (Dublin College Green) : 
| IT beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is 
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proposed to have any sittings of the Royal 
Commission on Local Taxation in Ireland, 


as was arranged last autumn ; and willhe | 


state what steps have been taken to make 
public in Ireland the nature and objects 
of the inquiry, and whether any memo- 
randum or statement has been issued 
showing the special heads on which 
evidence would be required irrespective of 
such local taxation; and whether, in 
view of the facts that since the establish- 
ment of the Commission a new system of 
local government has been established in 
Ireland and the incidence of local taxation 
has been changed, and that upon the 
Commission as at present constituted there 
is no member who resides in Ireland or 
with practical experience of Irish local 
affairs and administration, the Govern- 
ment will consider the advisability of 
either appointing a new body of Com- 
missioners to sit in Ireland or of now 
adding to the existing Commission 
persons with practical and _ intimate 
knowledge of Irish legislation and Irish 
local government. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): Iam informed that the Royal 
Commission on Local Taxation have felt 
themselves obliged by various circum- 
stances to abandon their proposed meeting 
in Dublin. The Irish witnesses whom it 
was intended to hear have been examined 
in Lendon, and their evidence will shortly 
be published. The scope of the inquiry 
it set forth in the terms of reference and 
has been made known to the public 
through the medium of advertisements 
extensively published in the Irish press 
last year. No further steps have since 
been taken in the matter. With regard 
to the second paragraph, I think the time 
has hardly come for an exhaustive in- 
quiry into the working of the new system 
of local taxation established in Ireland by 
the Local Government Act. I may 
remind the hon. Member that one of the 
members of the Commission is the hon. 
and learned Member for East Donegal. 


LAND PURCHASE IN IRELAND— 
ORPEN  ESTATE—REFUSAL TO 


SELL TO TENANTS. 
Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 


land whether he is aware that the estate | 


of Jane Sophia Orpen, in the barony of 
Glanrought, county Kerry, was adver- 
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| tised to be sold in four lots on 20th June, 


'1900, in the Chancery Division Court, 
Dublin, and that Mr. William G. Lane, of 
Cork and Dublin, who had carriage of 
the sale, attended at Kilgoran and ac- 
cepted the offer of the tenants who had 
signed the necessary agreements ; whether 
he is aware that the tenants have been 
negotiating for some years for the sale of 
this estate, and that on the day the pro- 
perty was to be sold lots 3 and 4 were 
sold to a local landlord because his offer 
was higher than the offer of the tenants, 
and that on the same day the sale of lots 
1 and 2 on the same property was 
adjourned, although the joint offer of the 
tenants for lot 1 was £2,185, as against 
only £1,400 bid by the local landlord, 
and that for lot 2 the tenants offered 
£1,495 and the local landlord only 
£1,200; whether he can state on what 
grounds lots 3 and 4 were sold to the 
local landlord ; and why were the tenants 
refused to be made the purchasers of 
their farms, seeing that their joint offers 
for lots 1 and 2 were £3,680, as against 
£2,600 bid by the local landlord. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The facts are 
generally as stated in the first and second 
paragraphs, except that as the acceptance 
of an offer to purchase rests with the 
court, the solicitor having carriage of the 
proceedings could not of his own motion 
accept any offers made by the tenants. 
Lots 3 and 4 were sold to the local land- 
lord because, in the opinion of the Judge, 
his offer was more advantageous to the 
estate thana sale to the tenants. The 
sale of the other two lots was adjourned 
as the court was unable to accept the 
tenants’ offer, that being conditional upon 
the Land Commissioners sanctioning an 
advance of the necessary amount of land 
stock. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is it not the fact that 
the joint offer of the tenants was more 
than that of the local landlord ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I can only 
repeat the answer I have given that in 
the opinion of the Judge the landlord’s 
offer was the more advantageous to the 
estate. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): But 
ought not the advantage to the tenants to 
be considered as well as the advantage to 
the estate ? 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That; Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if his atten- 


does not arise out of the question. 


Mr. FLAVIN : It was my question. 


WARDEN ESTATE—EVICTION OF 
JOHANNA HUSSEY. 

Mr. T. J. FARRELL (Kerry, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a family named Hussey was 
evicted on the Warden property on 6th 
June, 1900; and that Johanna Hussey, 
the wife of the evicted tenant, was also 
evicted on the same day by the sheriff, | 
bailiffs, and police, notwithstanding the 
fact that the local dispensary officer stated 
that this woman was under his medical 
care, and had given certificates as to her 
unfitness to be removed or evicted, and 
also certified that she was a case of quiet 
mania, and in a debilitated condition ; 
and can he state on what grounds and by 
whose authority was Johanna Hussey 
evicted, and whether he proposes to take 
any steps in the matter. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The eviction 
of Hussey and his family on the date men- 
tioned was carried out not by the police 
but by the sub-sheriff, in pursuance of a 
decree for possession obtained at petty 
session in April. Prior to the eviction 
Hussey had obtained a certificate from a 
. doctor that his wife was not in a fit state 
for removal. The sub-sheriff, however, 
was accompanied on the occasion by a 
doctor who examined the woman and 
certified that she could with safety be re- 
moved. Upon the approach of the evic- 
tion party it appears that Mrs. Hussey, 
although fully dressed, was put into bed 
by one of her daughters, and after the 
eviction was carried out she ran away 
from the doctor who had been speaking 
to her. There is no doubt, I believe, that 
she is a woman of weak intellect. There 
is nothing in the matter calling for action 
on the part of the Government. 


Mr. FLAVIN put a further question. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: If the hon. 


Member wishes further information he 
must put down his question. 


tion has been drawn to the particulars of 
an inquest held in the Belfast Lunatic 
Asylum on the 15th ultimo, on the re- 
mains of an inmate named Eliza Clingin, 
who was an inmate of the asylum from 
1892, and died after long suffering from 
phthisis ; and would he make known to 
the House the nature of the communica- 
tion made to the coroner which induced 
that gentleman to hold an inquest in 
this case where the cause of death was 
within the knowledge of the medical and 
nursing staff of the asylum. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have seen a 
copy of the verdict of the coroner’s 
jury in this case. As regards the second 
paragraph, the only communication made 
to the coroner which induced him to 
hold the inquest was the ordinary notifi- 
cation sent to the coroner in the case of 
every death in a district asylum im 
Ireland within forty-eight hours of the 
death. 


LIGHTS IN LIMERICK PORT. 

Mr. O’KEEFFE (Limerick) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he woulc. direct atten- 
tion to the request of the Limerick Har- 
bour Commissioners asking the Irish 
Lights Commissioners to erect a light on 
a point on the river Shannon, at Rin- 


'malon, for the advantage of the naviga- 


tion of the port of Limerick. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This matter 
has already, I understand, been before 
the Irish Lights Commissioners, who have 
informed the harbour anthorities that 
they are unable at present to recommend 
the establishment of a light at the point 
mentioned. 


IRISH SHEBEENS. 

Mr. MACALEESE : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will grant the Return re- 
specting shebeens in certain towns in Ire- 
land standing on to-day’s Paper. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No objection 
will be raised to the issue of the Return 
provided the hon. Member will expunge 


‘from the form of notice the first portion, 


BELFAST LUNATIC ASYLUM—CASE 
OF ELIZA CLINGIN. 
Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): | 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 


which asks for the number of suspected 


'shebeens in the five cities named. The 


Government could not consent to the 


publication of information purporting to 
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'derry, N.): In reply to the first part of 


be based merely on the suspicions enter- 
tained by the police. If, therefore, the 
hon. Member will place an amended form 
of notice on the Paper, modified as I have 
suggested, the Return will be granted. 


BELFAST LAND COMMISSION 
APPEALS. 
Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, with reference 


to the recent sitting of the Chief Land | 


Commission at Belfast, how many cases 
of appeals from fair rents fixed by the Sub- 
Commissioners were disposed of by them, 
and in how many cases were the judicial 
rents confirmed and reduced and increased 
respectively ; and whether the Chief 
Commissioners inspected any or all of the 
holdings, or merely depended upon the 
reports of the court valuers to guide 
them in coming to a conclusion. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There were 
ninety-seven cases listed for hearing 
before the Chief Land Commission at 
their recent sitting at Belfast. Of these 
the rents fixed by the Sub-Commissioners 
were confirmed in fourteen cases ; reduced 
in four; increased in fifty-three ; and 
dismissed in three. Ten cases were with- 
drawn; seven settled; judgment was 
reserved in two cases, and four were 
adjourned. The Chief Commissioners 
did not view the holdings. They decided 
the cases in the ordinary way after hear- 
ing the evidence adduced on both sides, 
and after considering the schedule of the 
particulars recorded by the Sub-Com- 
mission and the reports made by the 
Court valuers. 


IRISH LICENCE TRANSFERS—ROCK- 
CORRY CASE. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland if he is 
aware that Mr. Leslie, agent for the 
Dartrey estates, in County Monaghan, 
recently took over the farm and public- 
house of a tenant, in the townland of 
Drumgole, and in his own name obtained 
a transfer of the licence at the Rockcorry 
petty sessions; and will he bring the 
action of the magistrates in granting this 
transfer to Mr. Leslie, a land agent, and 
Justice of the peace for the Rockcorry 
district, to the notice of the Lord Chan- 
cellor. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. AtTKrnson, London- 


| the question, I beg to refer the hon. 
| Member to the reply of my right hon. 
friend to a similar question addressed to 
|him by the hon. Member yesterday. 
, As to the second paragraph, as there is 
nothing censurable in the conduct of the 


magistrates mentioned, the answer to this. 


question is in the negative. 


UNIFICATION OF THE CRIMINAL LAW 
OF THE EMPIRE. 

Mr. DRAGE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether 
Her Majesty’s Government have 
considered the desirability of unifying 
the criminal law of the whole Empire 
on the lines of the Indian Criminal Code 
and the Draft Code prepared for the 
| United Kingdom by the late Mr. Justice 

Stephen, and of codifying the law with 
regard to bills of exchange and the law 
with regard to bankruptey ; and whether 
Her Majesty’s Government will consider 
the desirability of appointing a Com- 
mittee on which the great self-governing 
colonies shall be represented to prepare 
draft codes with powers similar to those 
possessed by the Committee on obsolete 
_ Acts of Parliament presided over by the 
late Lord Herschell. 


THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Iam not sufficiently an expert on 
this subject to be able to give my hon. 
friend any authoritative pronouncement 
upon it; but it seems to me that the cir- 
cumstances of the various parts of the 
Empire are so ditfereit that a universal 
criminal law applicable to all is almost 
illusory. 


PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BILLS AND 
STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he has considered the 
| Parliamentary situation arrived at this 
_ year of a number of Bills in the hands of 
private Members having passed a Second 
Reading and been dealt with by Standing 
Committees or referred to Standing Com- 
mittees, at an expenditure of the time 
and trouble of Members interested, with 
| little chance of being further considered 
'in the House and passed into law; and 
| whether he will make either proposals - to 
alter procedure on such Bills in future 
' sessions, or appoint a Select Committee 
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forthwith to inquire and report what 
amendments of procedure are desirable to 
facilitate such legislation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope that the 
dJabours of the Standing Committees upon 
these Bills have not been thrown away, 


any more than the labours of the Select | 
Committees on such Bills are thrown | 
Such discussions usually end in | 


away. 
the Bills being brought forward in an 
-amended form on a future occasion. 


to appoint a Committee for the purpose of 
facilitating the progress of private Mem- 
bers’ legislation as distinguished from 
Government legislation. The House ot 
Commons can only sit for a certain number 
ot months in the year, and I think that 
tha bulk of the legislation should be in 
the hands of the Government rather than 
in the hands of private Members. 


COUNTY AND BOROUGH FRANCHISE 
ASSIMILATION (LONDON) BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Law, etc., with Amendments. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 244.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the | 


Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
244.] 


{COMMONS} 


But | 
I am not in a position to pledge myself | 
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{Captain Bethell, Colonel Milward, Mr, 
| Abel Smith, Mr. A. K. Loyd, Mr. Monck- 
|ton, Sir Charles Welby, Mr. Grant 
| Lawson, General Russell, Mr. Hedder- 
| wick, Sir Herbert Maxwell, and Mr. 
| Round ; and had appointed in substitu- 
tion: Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
Mr. Cohen, Sir Reginald Hanson, Mr. 
Wolff, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. Kemp, Sir 
Charles Dalrymple, Mr. Ritchie, Sir 
'Edward Hill, Mr. Tennant, Sir Elliott 
Lees, and Mr. Brodie Hoare. 


Mr. HALsey further reported from the 
| Committee, That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures, the following fifteen Mem- 
bers in respect of the Companies Bill :— 
Mr. Bainbridge, Mr. Banbury, Mr. Bond, 
Mr. Bryce, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Alexander 
Cross, Mr. Gedge, Mr. Holland, Mr. 
Marks, Mr. Martin, Mr. Molloy, Mr. 
Compton Rickett, Mr. Solicitor General, 
Mr. Lawson Walton, and Mr. Warr. 


Mr. HALsey further reported from the 
Committee, That they had discharged the 
following Member from the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law and Courts of Justice, and 
Legal Procedure :-—-Mr. Brigg (added in 
respect of the Sunday Closing (Wales) 
Act (1881) Amendment Bill); and had 
appointed in substitution: Sir Angus 
Holden. 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing | 


Committee), to be considered upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 


272.) 


EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Reported. from the Standing Committee 
on Law, ete., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be | 


printed. [No. 245.] 

Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. 
245, | 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing | 


Committee), to be considered 
Monday next, and to be printed. 
273.) 


upon 


(Bill 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
‘charged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including 


[No: 


Mr. HALsey further reported from the 
| Committee, That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure the fol- 
lowing fifteen Members in respect of the 
Elementary Education Bill :—Mr. Attor- 
ney General, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Evelyn 
Cecil, Mr. Channing, Mr. Drage, Mr. 
Flower, Mr. Goddard, Sir John Gorst, 
Mr. Gray, Mr. Alfred Hutton, Mr. Her- 
bert Lewis, Mr. Middlemore, Mr. James 
Stuart, Mr. Talbot, and Mr. Yoxall. 


teport to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (JOINT COMMITTEES). 


Mr. HALsey reported from the Com- 
' mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Joint Committee of Lords and Commons 
on Municipal Trading :—Mr. John Wilson 
(Govan); and had appointed in substitu- 
‘tion: Sir William Dunn. 


Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and | 


Manufactures :—Mr. 


Victer Cavendish, | 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
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89 S.A. War—Hospitals, &c. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. | 


That they have agreed to the County 
Councils (Elections) Act (1891) Amend- 
ment Bill, without amendment. 


SUPPLY [16TH ALLOTTED DAy]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowraer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 
ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATE, 
1900-1901. 
£5, Supplementary, Medical Establish- 
ment, Pay, ete. 











THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyNDHAM, 
Dover) : I make no complaint, but I own 
that I am somewhat taken by surprise at 
finding that the hon. Member for West- 
minster has not opened this debate. 
[Opposition cries of “Why ?”] I infer 
that he, having put forward certain state- 
ments, desires to hear a reply from the 
Government without adding anything to 
them. I have read those statements with 
the attention which is due to the interest 
—the absorbing and painful interest—of 
the subject which the hon. Member has 
brought te the notice of the public, and 
also, I say freely, with the attention due 
to the earnestness with which the hon. 
Member has been actuated. But I do 
not propose to follow—and I think it 
would be almost out of order to do so— 
his statements point by point in the order 
in which they have been raised, not in 
this House but in an organ of the public 
press. I think my duty to-day, if I con- 
strue aright the wishes of the Committee, 
is to answer, if I can, the question which 
I believe to be uppermost in the minds of 
the Committee and of all our countrymen 
throughout the length and breadth of the 
land. Unless I misinterpret the wishes 
of everyone here and in the country, the 
questions which they wish answered are 
these. In the first place, are these state- 
ments true? In the second place, if 
they are wholly or even partially true, 
could the evil which they point to have 
been avoided either by a keener foresight 
or by a more lavish provision and ex- 
penditure on the part of the Home 
Government, or by greater zeal and 
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intelligence on the part of our officers, 
and more especially on the part of the 
Royal Army Medical Corps, in. South 
Africa? The third question which. 
presses for a reply is this —are those evils 
now remedied or are they in the course 
of being remedied? I put these three. 
questions forward, and as_ the hon. 
Member did not rise I rose myself, because 
I thought it right to discuss these ques- 
tions before any other matters which are 
more or less germane to the debate are 
dragged into it. It would be quite easy 
and even proper to discuss this evening 
whether the establishment of the Royal 
Army Medical Corps is adequate or not. 
Many other questions will occur to hon. 
Members. But I feel that if these ques- 
tions were raised before the others were 
answered I should be led away against my 
will from the topics which are of vital 
and immediate moment. They belong to. 
the larger and wider considerations. 
Whether this Government and its pre- 
decessors have properly gauged exactly 
the military needs of this Empire is a 
well-worn topic. We have covered that 
ground before and shall do again. But 
this afternoon we have to consider 
whether certain circumstances did or did 
not happen at a certain spot on a certain 
day ; whether they could be prevented ; 
and whether such events are less likely to 
happen again by reason of the steps which 
have since been taken. I answer the 
first question by saying frankly that to a 
certain extent—to a lamentable extent— 
it is true. It is true that our wounded 
and sick at Bloemfontein have in this 
campaign, as I believe in every other: 
campaign, been exposed to terrible hard- 
ships, the full extent of which has not, 


| perhaps, been always gauged by those who. 


have not seen war. I have no quarrel 


| with the hon. Member, but he must allow 


me to point out to this Committee the 
nature of the methods which he has 
adopted. He has painted a picture of one 
place at one time, and he has painted the 
circumstances which occurred there, with- 
out hinting at many other facts and at 
many other things which ought, I think,. 
to have been presented at the same time, 
in order that a just estimate and judg- 
ment might be formed on the matters.. 
That is a legitimate method of bringing: 
a serious evil forward — to paint a 
picture of it, to make it vivid, and to do. 
it vigorously, so that it strikes the hearts 
and the feelings of the people. I do not 
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complain of it, but I believe that it is a | America and Spain, by Surgeon-General 
method more usual in the domain of | Sternberg, was, with the author’s permis- 
art than in the domain of sober politics. | 
It would have been open to the hon. | 


Member at the same time to have gone 
into other details which it will be my duty 
to put before the Committee this evening. 
But taking this picture as being to a certain 
extent—to a great extent—true, I main- 
tain that you cannot get at the full truth 
unless it is supplemented by other facts 
and considerations. Now I am called 
upon to defend, as I have said, the fore- 
sight of the Government and the zeal and 
energy of our officers in South Africa ; 
and in doing that I may seem—for we 
.are all conscious of our own weakness— 
to make out too good a case and to prove 
that nobody has been in error Let me 
begin by disclaiming any such intention. 
Humanity is liable to error. 


[ have no | 


sion, reprinted and issued to every 
medical officer sent to South Africa. In 
anticipation of the outbreak of hostilities, 
recommendations were made that each 


unit of 100 men should be supplied with 


doubt that it has not been possible for | 


men in this war to do what men have 
never been able to do in any war; and I 
.am sure that this Government have not 
been all-wise and specially assisted to 
avoid all error. But, having said that, I 
shall have to argue that no stone was left 
unturned and that no man has spared 
himself in trying to mitigate, as they 
have been mitigated, to an extent never 
attained before in any campaign, what 
are, after all, the inevitable hardships of 
war. We are convinced that we have 
much to learn by experience. It has 
'been the hope and the wish of the 
Government, openly stated in this House 
at the beginning of the session—and I 
beg leave to say that it is the hope and 
the wish of the Royal Army Medical 
Corps—to learn by the experience of this 
war, and also, no doubt, by the inquiry 
which will be instituted. Butasto foresight, 
is it true that this Government went to war 
in South Africa without taking account of 
the possibility of an outbreak of enteric 
fever on a large scale? I 


venture | 


to give the facts, and to tell the Com-| 
mittee that long before the war broke| have the figures—-namely, 15th June. 


out, during last 
anticipated in South Africa, and, of course, 


particularly in the form of dysentery and 15th June, 446. 


enteric. The importance of exercising 
every precaution to prevent It was 
specially emphasised by the Director- 
General of the Army Medical Corps in 
London to all the medical officers who 
might possibly have to proceed to South 
Africa. A pamphlet on the sanitary 
Jessons of the recent war between 


Mr. Wyndham. 


| 





a sterilising filter ; and it was laid down 
that quicklime should be stored in quanti- 
ties of one ton to every 1,000 men 
wherever standing camps were formed, 
and that it should be constantly issued. 
Medical officers were urged before the 
outbreak of the war to ask for anything 
they might require in addition to the 
materials at their disposal. There is no 
case of stinting, of deliberate or careless 


stinting no case. The medical officers 
in South Africa have been begged 
to ask for all they need and 


the surgeon-generals at home for anything 
they may require. The Director-General 
of Ordnance has given all that has been 
asked for through she quartermasters and 
the principal ordnance officer in South 
Africa. Every demand that has been put 
in has been complied with, and the Trea- 
sury has never suggested that we should 
be otherwise than lavish within the most 
extreme bounds of generosity in all 
stores needed for the welfare of our sick 
and wounded in South Africa. It might 
interest the Committee to hear what are 
the appliances and the personnel in South 
Africa now, and what they were in 
January. I take those two dates for this 
reason. I think an idea has got abroad 
that, after that week in December which 
brought us the news of the three disasters, 
when we suddenly began to increase viry 
largely the forces in South Africa, no 
corresponding increase was at once made 
in the provision of doctors, nurses, and 
hospital appliances. This is not so ; and 
I can illustrate the great difference 
between the resources available then and 
now if I take the date of 15th January 
and the most recent date for which I 


summer, sickness was; On 15th January there were in South 


Africa 351 Army medical doctors; on 
In January there were 
seventy-nine civil medical doctors; in 
June, 348 ; and thirty-two are now pro- 
ceeding there. Of consultants, highly- 
paid specialists, there were three in 
January ; in June, seven. The doctors 
employed in civilian hospitals in January 
were four ; in June, fifty-two. Or adding 
them together, on 15th January there 
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were 437 doctors employed by the War | 
‘Office, and in June, 853. That was the | 
number on 15th June, but I have the | 
later figures up to yesterday, when, I 
think, the total was 906. I leave out of | 
account the local civil practitioners in | 
South Africa, because I have not had the | 
figures; but there are many eminent | 
doctors there well qualified, and I know | 
that they have placed their services at the | 
disposal of the Government. The figures | 
which I will now give as to the Army 
nurses will, I know, excite surprise. It is 
true that our staff of Army nurses on the 
establishment is always a small one. In| 
South Africa there were forty-three in 
January and fifty-three in June; but the | 
system designedly contemplated that 
there should be employed in time of war | 
qualified nurses, who are taken into Army | 
employment; and thus there were in| 
January twelve and in June 335; so that | 
the total of nurses in January was fifty- 
five; on 15th June, 482. But the last 
date which I have gives 566, and with 
those who are now on passage 639. 
I will now give the number of beds in| 
South Africa. There are 5,000 in Natal 
and 13,600 in Cape Colony, or 18,600 in | 
all. Here again I am able to draw a 
comparison. On 15th January there were 
five general hospitals, four stationary 
hospitals, twenty-six field hospitals, and | 
one special hospital organised by civilians. 
On 15th June there were twelve general 
hospitals; two are embarking—one of 
them goes to-morrow—five stationary, 
thirty-one field, and ten special hospitals 
organised by civilians, but with Army 
doctors at the head of them and under 
the control of the War Office ; so that on 
15th January there were thirty-six and in 
June sixty hospitals. On 15th January 
there were in these hospitals 5,960 beds ; 
on 15th June 18,814 beds. The number 
of sick and wounded on 19th January 
was 3,731, and on 18th May, the last 
date for which I have the figures, there 
were 11,903. I know that down to the 
most recent period there is an excess of , 
beds in South Africa, because we received | 
a telegram on 19th June to say that the | 
Ordnance Department in South Africa | 
had beds in excess of the demand. The | 
difficulty has not arisen from any stint- | 
ing of supplies, but from the inseparable 
difficulties in taking those supplies to the | 
base of operations. I do not wish to put 
the case too highly, or to use any expres- | 
sion which may give a more favour- | 


{29 JUNE 1900} 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts’ Charges. 94 


able picture of affairs than is absolutely 
true, and in the figures for beds 
I have included the field hospitals 
because I am not able to distinguish. In 
the field hospitals there are 100 beds 
which some people say are not beds. With 
every brigade there is a field hospital. 
This gives a 10 per cent. bed accommoda- 
tion, and we ought, perhaps, to deduct 
a slight fraction and say that our pro- 
vision has been not a 10 per cent. but 
an 8 per cent. of beds. What is the 
scale on which provision was made for 
this campaign? The scale was a 10 per 
cent. bed accommodation for the whole 
force—the highest scale ever contem- 
plated. It is a scale fixed for campaigns 
in the most insalubrious climates, for 
campaigns prosecuted in Ashanti, in 
jungle or fever-riddled regions, but never 
applied in such a country as South Africa, 
which is, barring the terrible epidemics 
which have suddenly taken place, a 
healthy country. I ought, perhaps, to 
tell the Committee that that scale of 10 
per cent. of beds has been applied seriatim 
to every increase made in our forces in 
South Africa. Each division ordered 
forth has been accompanied by its pro- 
portionate quota of medical appliances and 
medical staff. So, again, I remind the 
Committee that I do not say no mistakes 
have been made, or that five or six days 
delay here or there has not occurred 
owing to information that some Austra- 
lian or Canadian corps was coming in. I 
have no doubt that there have been such 
lapses, and that five or six days have 
been lost in giving orders to keep pace 
with the increases of forces from all 
quarters of the world. The number of 
men who have gonefrom this country, from 
India, Australia, and Canada, within a few 
days, have made that proportionateincrease 
in the personnel and in the stores necessary. 
I do not know whether the Committee 
wish to know what the organisation of 
the medical service is. I hear complaints 
that there is too much red tape. I am 
quite prepared to defend that organisa- 
tion. With every general there is a prin- 
cipal medical officer. He is in the secrets 
of the general; he is in his confidence. 
He is told what number of troops are to 
be marched, what distance, in what time; 
and he requisitions through the chief staff 
officer for the amount of stores necessary 
for such an operation. That system runs 
from the top to the bottom of the 
organisation of a campaign. It may seem 
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too rigid to those who step into a par- 
ticular hospital and wonder why the 
doctor cannot rush off in any direction 
and seek by his own energy to get 
supplies. You would have a breakdown 
of the most irreparable character unless 
you co-ordinated the demand of your 
medical services with the other demands 
which are necessary for the existence of 
the Army. For the doctor, the engineer, 
the commander of the military unit, it is 
essential that they, having been told what 
is required of the force for which they 
are responsible, should through one 
channel make these demands, and that 
that chanel should be in the closest con- 
tact with the general officer responsible 
for the whole operations. Otherwise you 
would have the various component parts 
of the Army naturally out of their zeal 
rushingagainst each other; and you might 
have medical stores and no food, or food 
and no medical stores, according to the 
opportunities which might fortuitously fall 
to one or other officer. Having dealt 
with organisation, perhaps I ought to 
refer to tield hospitals and beds. There 
are in the front line of the army bearer 
companies with six ambulance wagons. 
Then comes the field hospital. Though 
the bearer company takes the man out of 
action, he may have to lie on the field 
until seven o'clock in the evening, since it 
may be impossible to approach him. The 
field hospital on a larger scale cannot give 
to the wounded man all that is given to 
him in hospital at home, or beds as in a 
generai hospital. The wounded are 
collected from the field, and it is a 
necessary part of army organisation on 
service that field hospitals should be 
temporary in their character, since they 
have to move rapidly with the army 
and clear the wounded back to the 
stationary hospitals which are estab- 
lished near the base. That may be 
done by wagons or trains. In this war 
it has been done largely by hospital trains. 
There is terrible hardship, in the first 
place because the wounded cannot be at 
once removed out of the firing line and 
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taken to the hosp.tal ; and in the second | 


place they have to be conveyed over a 
rough country in an ambulance wagon 
and put into a train, and then conveyed 
by a train on a single line blocked some- 
times with stores going the other way, 


taking twenty-six hours to cover a short | 
distance ; all this means terrible hardship , 


to the wounded. I know there has been 
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a good deal of criticism levelled against 
the ambulance wagon ; but itis a wagon 
which is devised after four years of ex- 
periment by men who know what are the 
conditions of service in the field, notably 
by Sir Redvers Buller. The wagon has 
been tried over rough country. It must 
be a stout wagon, or else it will break 
down, and a breakdown means some 
deplorable . catastrophe. Your wagon 
must carry some stores necessary for first 
aid to the wounded. If those stores were 
not there, what legitimate attacks might 
be levelled against a wagon which could 
not carry those stores which were 
necessary for first aid. Then it is said, 
“Tf one wagon why not four wagons ? 
Expense is nothing to us.” If you had 
four wagons, and a rapid advance was 
ordered, three would be left behind. 
When horses begin to die you can only 
take one wagon, and the others would be 
left. These things must be matter of 
compromise, and the compromises of war 
carry with them many lamentable hard- 
ships to those engaged in it. To make 
my point clear that there has been no stint 
of supplies from home, I have two tele- 
grams here despatched very near the 
dates so prominently brougat forward by 
the hon. Member for Westminster. One: 
is a telegram despatched by Lord Roberts, 
dated Bloemfontein, 24th March, and it 
runs as follows— 


* Unless the forces now in South Africa are: 
considerably increased, the eleven yveneral 
hospitals should be sufficient if the 500 men 
asked for are being sent.” 


These 500 men were sent long ago, and 
although the forces in South Africa have 
not been considerably increased, two more 
general hospitals have been sent out. 
Then there is a telegram relating to stores 
4 5 a 
received on 3lst May from the General 
Officer commanding lines of communica- 
tion. I quote it only because of the 
date, and I have selected only those tele- 
grams which bear upon the hon. Member's 
questions. This telegram reads— 
“Please stop sending for the present 
surgical material mentioned in Army Order 
No. 112,119; enormous quantities in base: 
medical stores.” 


An Hon. MemBer:: That is at the base. } 
That is my point, and [ will try to bring 
home to hon. Members what the difficul- 
ties are. My point is to show that there 
has not been any lack of foresight or pre- 
vision. The keenest foresight and lavish- 





hos 
ina 
aft 
to 

pat 
det 
ten 


‘fiel 
‘Th 


wri 
Ble 
27t 
full 
2,0 
cap 
get 
pte 
bei 
fiel 
to | 
tim 
less 
wel 
sist 
Roy 
The 


6 


st 
on. 
-. 
he 
ly 
as. 
st 


ld 


ne: 
iS, 


re: 
‘al 


en 


ve 
re 
it. 
es 
al 


re 
e- 


h- 


‘capacity for extension. 





‘97 S.A. War—Hospitals, &e. 


ness of expenditure are the two points I 
am endeavouring to deal with. 


such telegrams as I have read point to the 
conclusion that, whilst we have neither 
refused a demand nor 
demand, we 
trary, made spontaneous offers of 
supplies, till at Cape Town stores have 
been piled up to an almost embarrassing 
degree. I come now to Bloemfontein and 


Kroonstad, which the hon. Member for | 


Westminster has so prominently brought 
under notice. First I will quote two 
other telegrams, one of which has been 
‘sent and one received since those tele- 
grams which have been printed and 
circulated among hon. Members. On 
27th June my noble friend Lord Lans- 
downe telegraphed to Lord Roberts— 
“The Times 


contains letter from Mr. 


Burdett-Coutts retiecting in strongest terms on | 
hospital administration. He takes asan illus- | 


tration a field hospital within a mile of Bloem- 
fontein, which, he says, neither has nurses nor 
beds nor mattresses, although it was practi- 
cally doing the work of a stationary hospital. 
He describes the overcrowding and suffering as 
deplorable. L 
culties experienced at Bloemfontein, but | 
‘should like to know whether this hospital, 
which can probably be identified, is really 
typical of the rest.” 


Lord Roberts, in his reply on the 28th 


June, says— : 


“TL cannot say without careful inquiry what 
hospital at Bloemfontein is referred to. In 
many cases patients were not fit to be moved 
after admission. It was, however, impossible 
to provide beds and inattresses for 5,000 
patients all at once. | cin safely say that any 
deticiencies of the kind were accidental and 
temporary, and certainly not typical of our 


‘Hield hospitals as a whole.” 


Then I go to the contemporary records, 


Written at the time, of what there was at 
Bloemfontein at the date mentioned. On 
27th April there were at Bloemfontein six 
fully-equipped general hospitals, with 
2,000 beds in all and with considerable 
There were alto- 
gether 2,291 patients in the military hos- 
pitals on tnat date at Bloemfontein, 873 
being cases of enteric. There were six 
field hospitals, of which all but one had 
to be prepared for being moved at any 
time. One was regarded to be more or 
less stationary. On 27th April there 
were six medical officers and three nursing 
sisters on duty there, in addition to the 
Royal Army Medical Corps orderlies. 
There were 251 patients, of whom 96 
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I do re- | 
spectfully submit to the Committee that | 


reduced a! 
have, on the con-| 


Your telegram explains the diffi- | 
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were enteric cases. In the remaining five 
field hospitals there were 236 cases of 
enteric. The return from No. 1 field hos- 
pital indicates that it was overcrowded, 
but this may have occurred during a 
period of temporary pressure. The diffi- 
culties of moving up supplies extended 
even to stretchers, and it is true that in 
some cases patients may have had to lie 
on the ground, as it was impossible in 
every case to get a sufficient number of 
stretchers. Although the number of 
doctors present is not stated, I myself 
believe, and indeed am informed by 
the director-general, that the number of 
medical officers in attendance must have 
been twenty or thirty, which was one to 
every ten or fifteen enteric patients. 
With reference to the allegation that 
patients wandered about half naked in 
the camp during the period of delirium, I 
find in the diaries which were sent home 
a note that a patient suffering from an 
old gunshot wound escaped in the early 
hours, that an exhaustive search was 
made for the patient, but that no trace of 
him could be found, and that inquiries at 
the various hospitals failed to discover 
him. It may be that the impression 
created on the minds of the searchers 
was what the hon. Member for West- 
minster heard of, and led to the rumour 
that patients went about the camp in 
their delirium. On 14th May the principal 
medical officer reported in his diary that 
Lord Roberts had expressed the opinion 
that the arrangements at Bloemfontein 
were most satisfactory, and that is a 
later date than that to which the hon. 
Member for Westminster has called 
attention. Then we had the telegrams 
from Lord Roberts circulated yesterday, 
and I also invite the attention of the Com- 
mittee to the lecture by the Member for 
Central Shetfield at the Royal United Ser- 
vice Institution, in which my _ hon. 
and gallant friend made some most useful 
and pertinent observations. [(Laughter.] 
This is made the subject of laughter by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, but surely such 
laughter will be misunderstood by the 
men out there who have to deal with 
these difficulties, and who have striven to 
labour and smooth over these difficulties. 
[ am going to show what those difficulties 
were, and surely thatis not a legitimate 
matter for laughter, derision, or contempt. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): We did not laugh at that ; 
D 
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we laughed at the authority you quoted. 
[Cries of ‘“ Vincent.”] 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have admitted 
that the sick and wounded were exposed 
to great hardships at Bloemfontein, and I 
say that those charged with their care 


had to exercise and did exercise, and | 
show the greatest devotion, labouring for , 


their charges day and night. It will be a 
matter for universal consolation and satis- 
faction that their labours were, to a 
wonderful extent, successful; because it 
is not the case that the rate of mortality 
at Bloemfontein was abnormally 
high. That is wonderful _ testi- 
mony to the efforts which these 
people made under great difficulties. 
The percentage of mortality in enteric 
cases during this war, and more especially 
at Bloemfontein, has been 21 per cent. of 
the admissions to hospital. It is fair to 
compare that with the percentage in other 
campaigns. In the Nile campaign of 1898 
the percentage of mortality was 28 per 
cent. ; in the Dongola campaign of 1896, 
50 per cent.; in the Matabele war of 
1896-97, 32 per cent.; in the Chitral 
campaign of 1895, 28 per cent. ; and in 
the Soudan campaign of 1884-85, 39 per 
cent. Therefore, although I own and 
admit and regret that the conditions at 
Bloemfontein were what they were, still 
our Army doctors brought down the per- 
centage of mortality far below what it has 
been in recent campaigns. I will even 
dare to compare it with the percentages 
in time of peace when every appliance is 
at hand. I will take the case of soldiers 
in our own hospitals at home. During 
ten years the percentage of cases of mor- 
tality from enteric in these hospitals was 
20-4, and in the year 1897 it was 23-9, or 
2 per cent. higher than the percentage of 
mortality at Bloemfontein under 
these conditions. In India, taking 
soldiers admitted to hospital for enteric 
in atime of profound peace, the percen- 
tage of deaths for ten years was 264, and 
for the year 1897, 27°5. I will not pursue 
similar comparisons for wounds, because 
I may tell the Committee that the per- 
centage of deaths from wounds and from 
disease generally in the present war have 
been lower than has been the case in other 
campaigns. I think the Committee have 
listened to these statistics with the in- 
terest and satisfaction which I admit they 


{COMMONS} 


the case. 


aroused in me when I read them, for I | 


had feared that many lives which could 
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have been saved had been lost, and I am 
now alniost led to believe that this is.not 
I do not quarrel with the 
method which has been pursued. of paint- 
ing a picture of this one spot at its worst,. 
but there ought to have been a companion. 
picture to make it fair and give the whole 
truth—of where the bridges had been 
broken down at Norvals Pont and 
Bethulie, of the trains one behind the 
other, of the stores piled up, of the 
deviations laid down and the food and 
ammunition for the Army being painfully 
taken over pontoons and reloaded into, 
such rolling stock as had been left. 
on the other side of the river by 
the Boers when they retired. That 
was the problem that had to be faced. 
Lord Roberts landed at Cape Town 
on the 10th January. By the 11th 
February he had collected 44,000 men 
near the Modder River and started to 
relieve Kimberley. He relieved it on the 
16th, and then he concentrated. his force 
again at. Paardeberg, and on the 13th of 
March he entered Bloemfontein, after 
marching 120 miles away from the rail- 
way. Lord Roberts, owing to the limited 
amount of transport, had to restrict his, 
baggage to the lowest scale, and he 
arrived with his horses wholly starved: 
and his men half starved. What was the 
problem before him? He had to supply 
his army with its daily bread and with 
the munitions of war. He had to collect 
more troops and to accumulate stores for 
a further advance. Now will it be said 
that therefore his march was a mistake ? 
No one will say that. It was not a showy 
march to capture the capital of the enemy’s 
country. That huge curve which Lord 
Roberts described was really a march 
of relief of the beleaguered garrisons of 
Ladysmith, Kimberley, and Mafeking,. 
and that is the excuse and the ample 
justification. for that daring move for 
which it is hard to find a parallel in 
military history. Bloemfontein isa town 
of 5,000 inhabitants, and all the stores 
and cattle in it had been removed, and 
therefore for the very existence of his 
army Lord Roberts had to depend upon. 
such food and so many cartridges as could 
be brought up by the line behind him. 
He had to draw up stores from De Aar, 
250 miles distant, and from places on the 
coast 750, 450, and 350 miles.away. For 
the last 85. miles from Springfontein there 
was only a single line. Lord Roberts had 
not restored. his. railway communications. 
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until 19th March. Ido not know when the 
bridges were restored, but on 16th March 


Colonel Girouard estimated that it would | 


take at least sixteen days to restore them. 
What was the problem of feeding the 
army? Lord Roberts had 45,000 men 
when he arrived at Bloemfontein, and he 
increased that number to 75,000 by 
30th April. 
1,000 men every day during a campaign. 
That gives about 22lb. a day to each man, 
including food, ammunition, clothes, 
forage, medical stores, and _ engineer 
stores, but not including the  car- 
riage of the men who come up or their 
horses. Take an average of the 45,000 
men at Bloemfontein on 13th March and 
the 75,000 men there when Lord Roberts 
moved, and you will find that he had to 
bring up to keep his army alive 550 tons 
aday. But then he had to collect his 
supplies for a further advance, because if 
he had not advanced Mafeking would 
have fallen, and the whole of that glorious 
move would have ended in a mere useless 
waste of men’s lives. To prepare for a 
further advance he had to collect twenty- 
five days provisions for the whole 75,000 
men to take on with them. This repre- 
sented a further 18,750 tons that had to 
be brought up, or 470 tons a day for the 
forty days he was at Bloemfontein, so 
that this single line, the bridges of which 
were down, up to the last day of March 
was carrying 1,020 tonsa day in order 
that Lord Roberts’s army should not starve 
or be defeated owing to want of ammu- 
nition. I have left out of account the 
6,000 horses as remounts and the mules 
and the tents that had to be brought up. 
I have a letter supplied to me by my 


friend the hon. Member for Wimbledon, | 


who is a governor of Guy’s Hospital. It 
was sent to him by Dr. Fripp, who is not 
in our employ, and it gives such a graphic 
description of the ditticulties of getting 
up stores that I will trouble the Com- 
mittee with passages from it. It is dated 
from Bloemfontein, 4th June. Dr. Fripp 
says that in Bleemfontein there were at 
that time over 5,000 sick, most of whom 
were suffering from enteric fever ; while 
in Kroonstad the three hotels, the town 
hall, and the church had been converted 
into hospitals, even the billiard tables 


of enteric fever. He adds that as the 


railway had been opened the Surgeon ' 
General was engaged’ in rapidly pushing | 
up adequate hospital accommodation, and | 


It takes ten tons for every | 


| inference alone. 
being requisitioned to accommodate cases | 


| that as Lord Roberts was now at Johan- 


nesburg, where there were public build- 
ings suitable for the purpose, hospitals 
would be established there. 


“We have ‘now heard,” the letter states, 
“of the bridge over the Vaal being blown 
up eg a 


and hon. Members will see how this bears 
on the point— 


“and the possibility of establishing adequate 
hospital accommodation across the Vaal 
depends entirely on the question how early 
the railway can be eitabtiated. At each river 
the bridges have been blown up, deviations 
have to be made, the engines are worn out— 
they cannot pull their loads across these 
steep gradients without a subdivision of the 
train. Each train delayed in this way affects 
the whole section of the line. The track is a 
single one, and therefore trains going both 
ways are delayed. The train we have 
travelled up from Bloemfontein to Kroon- 
stad, although first on the line, took 
twenty-six hours to do the 120 miles. 
There is also a scarcity of fuel and water, 
which renders it necessary for the engine- 
driver sometimes to abandon his train and run 
the engine on to fill its tanks and then back 
to pick up the train.” 


If hon. Members will realise these facts, 
if they will realise what it means to take 
1,020 tons a day in order to keep the 
army alive by such a machine of loco- 
motion, I think they will understand that 
it was possible, that it was inevitable, 
that the necessary stores should not be in 
Bloemfontein for days and even weeks 
after they were required. The picture 
drawn by the hon. Member for West- 
minster rests upon this fallacy—it assumes 
tnat Bloemfontein was a base hospital in 
perfect security. It was as I have de- 
scribed ; the means of access to it were as 
I have described ; and during the whole 
of that time when Lord Roberts was 
accomplishing this superhuman task. Far 
from being free from attack, his right 
flank and his line of communica- 
tion were being threatened and 
actions were being fought every day. 
What I have said is an inference from 
the conditions of warfare in South Africa, 
an inference from the facts before us—a. 
legitimate inference—which I think should 
be accepted by all. But I do not rest on 
The inference I have 
drawn is confirmed by contemporary 
evidence. If the Committee will bear 
with me a moment longer I should like to. 
read some extracts from the diary of the 
principal medical officer at the base at. 
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Cape Town, showing these daily diffi- 
culties. 

“Sth February.—Our railways are being 
blocked, and I cannot get up beds and bedding 
as quickly as I desire. 

‘©92nd February.—I have received a tele- 
gram from Lord Roberts that more medical 
officers are urgently required. 

“15th March. — Received wire from the 
Commander-in-Chief at Bloemfontein to be 
ready to send on thirty nurses as soon as the 
line is open. 

“2ist March.—No. 8 general hospital has 
arrived. As the main line is blockea it must 
be days before it can be pushed through. 

“Sth April.—Nos. 8, 9, and 10 general 
hospitals have arrived. All are under orders 
for Bloemfontein. No. 8 is now at East 
London, and as part only of the equipment 
ean be forwarded, I cannot say when 9 and 10 
will get through. Hospitals are urgently 
required in the Free State. I was fortunate 
to get the advance depot stores away. 

“10th April.—Two hospital trains arrived 
yesterday from Bloemfontein. [ hope to get 
them away this evening, as they are urgently 
required. I am sending one hundred beds. 
There are three general hospitals trying to get 
to Bloemfontein. The traflic is so great that 
I am unable to get them through.” 


Does not that account for the terrible, the 
deplorable state of affairs that the hon. 
Member for Westminster found at Bloem- 
fontein? [have tried to give the Commit- 
tee the facts—the full facts. [am sure the 
Committee. in taking them into account, 
will weigh the considerations that have 
been urged by Lord Roberts—a general 
who is making history by these difficult 
marches, and while doing that is winning 
an enduring place in the affections of the 
men who serve under him for his incessant 
solicitude for their welfare. But is there 
not also the testimony of the wounded 
who have come home? Is there not the 
almost unbroken silence of the press ? 
{Hon. MemBeERS on the Irish benches : 
No,no!] Iam not talking of the leading 
article ; I am talking of the press gentle- 
men who are out in South Africa, and 
who have eyes to see; and are we to 
believe that if they saw these things they 
would not have written home about them 1? 
{Hon. Memeers on the Irish benches : 
They have done so. What about the 
Censor ?|] Letters are not censored. 
Hon. Members on the Irish benches : 

hey are.] I beg that I may not be 
interrupted. What I say is that what 
was open to the hon. Member for West- 
minster was well within the competence 
of others to see at Bloemfontein. No 


Mr, Wyudham. 
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' one will suggest that these gentlemen were 
| parties to a conspiracy—some conspiracy 
of mistaken good nature or loyalty to 
those with whom they were associated in 
danger and in hard days. If they saw 
those scenes, they believed they were 
inevitable in war, and therefore they did 
not feel justified in harrowing the feelings 
‘of people at home by descriptions of 
ithem. They had seen war before, and 
having had the experience of war they 
| grasped the conditions of war and all that 
}it means. We are a rich people, and 
|heing rich we sometimes think that 
money can do everything. Money has 
been spent freely, money voted by the 
House with the full sanction of the 
people ; but even the money voted so 
unstintedly by the House, even the 
intelligence and zeal of the medical 
officers in South Africa, even the 
devotion they have displayed, though 
they have mitigated, could not abolish the 
horrors of war. What is it that we 
honour and respect in the soldier? It is 
not wholly or mainly because he gives his 
life in battle for the cause of his country ; 
‘but because he bears with uncomplaining 
heroism the hardships that are inherent in 
his lot in war. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (Westmin- 
ster): I feel that I must in one respect 
ask the indulgence of the Committee. I 
was perfectly well aware that I returned 
single-handed to face a tremendous com- 
bination of influences and impressions. I 
am aware that I have taken upon myself a 
great and grave responsibility. But it is 
not on that account that I ask the indul- 
gence of the Committee. 1 am not afraid 
of the responsibility. What [ask is that, in 
stating a case so important from a national 
and every other point of view, any per- 
sonal shortcomings of mine should not be 
allowed to interfere with the Committee 
in judging the question upon its merits. 
[ am bound to make one or twe pre- 
liminary remarks. In the first place, 
with regard to Lord Roberts, I desire to 
take this the only opportunity I have 
had after having seen Lord Roberts’s 
work to pay my tribute to the great 
services rendered to his country by 
that distinguished soldier, and to say I 
believe that no kinder or more humane 
heart breathes than his, who braced 
| himself to a great public duty under 
very painful circumstances. But I 
must refer to Lord Roberts in regard 





— © 


eo = @ 


nana e® 


Se 


— = ct 


= eS ee. 


PEP pe I 


we \ 


ee es eee ee eS a a a oe 





105 S.A. War—Hospitals, &e. {29 JuNE 1900} Mr. Burdett-Coutts’ Charges. 106 


to another matter. I observe that 
in his published correspondence Lord 
Roberts makes a personal reference to 
myself. I must therefore ask to be 
allowed to make a. personal explanation 
in regard to that. Lord Roberts states 
that if I had called upon him at Kroonstad 
he would have explained certain matters 
tome. Immediately after my arrival at 
Cape Town I wrote to Lord Roberts a 
somewhat long letter fully explaining the 
objects of my visit to South Africa and 
asking permission to join the troops 
at the front. I received no reply to 
that letter; but I am bound to say 
that at the time Lord Roberts received it 
he was fully occupied with other and 
more important matters. The day after 
my arrival at Bloemfontein I called 
upon Lord Roberts, but was unable 
to see him. I did see a member of his 
staff, and that gentleman argued very 
strongly against my being with the troops 
at all, stating, amongst other things, that 
if Lord Roberts desired to make a report 
to the public upon this matter he would 
make it, founded upon reports sent to 
him from his principal medical officers. 
I could not avoid replying that that theory 
would do away with all correspondents 
at the front, adding that this was a 
matter in which the public were deeply 
interested and with regard to which 
they might possibly be glad to have 
some independent and full information. 
However, I quite accepted the position, 
and was not altogether sorry, because it 
left me free to make my znquiries in a per- 
fectly independent manner. With re- 
gard to Lord Roberts I wish to say 
one thing more. However generously 
he may take upon himself the responsi- 
bility for all these things, I do not believe 
that anyone will allow it to rest upon 
his shoulders. When we consider that 
the Commander-in-Chief of an army of 
200,000 men, operating in different 
columns in divers parts of the country, 
has to hold in his head and his hands 
all the complicated plans and threads 
of these operations, it is absolutely 
impossible to expect him to supervise, 
or even to inform himself as to details 
of a medical system. There is another 
remark I ask leave to make, because I see 
that one of my public crities—one of those 
two gentlemen I have felt compelled to 
criticise very strongly— began an answer 
to my statements by saying that he 
thought the public ought to know that 


the doctors and nurses had not acted with 
brutality. Has there ever been a sug 
gestion of that kind in any letter or pub- 
lished utterance of mine? On the con- 
trary, I have given every possible credit 
to the loyalty and devotion with which 
those who have had the care of the 
patients have acted, and I take this 
opportunity of expressing my deep regret 
that many—far too many of them— 
have lost their lives in the perform- 
ance of their noble task. Unfortu- 
nately, in the course of my informing 
the public upon this subject, the last 
chapter, so to speak, was not com- 
pleted. The article upon which this 
debate is founded broke off at a field 
hospital at Bloemfontein, and it has not. 
been possible for me to put forward 
the rest of my account of Bloemfon- 
tein, which was to have started with 
a description of the town hospitals. 
There were eight hospitals in that town, 
and they accommodated at first about 
700 patients. Some of these hospitals 
were then in a fairly good condition ; 
there were three which had nurses resi- 
dent in them at the time the troops 
arrived, who confined their duties to 
these hospitals. I heard a great many 
complaints of the imperfections of the 
other town hospitals, and a _ great 
many accounts of the sufferings of the 
patients in the early days. I never had 
the slightest intention of giving any 
publicity to those accounts, simplv because 
I knew that the equipment of those 
hospitals was the outcome of a forced 
march, and because, until the rail- 
way was opened I[_ did not 
think it fair to criticise them. The 
hon. Member who has just sat down 
made a great point of the forced march 
and the difficulty of carrying equipments 
for hospitals, but I might state here that, 
after the railway was opened, there was 
one of the hospitals containing typhoid 
patients which had no disinfectants of 
any kind, and another in which the 
corpse of one of the patients who had 
died during the night had been stuffed 
into the only lavatory there was in the 
hospital. It was found by the patients 
who went to use the lavatory in the 
morning. ‘That is a question of manage- 
ment. But as to these hospitals, they 
were, on the whole, in a fair condition 
when I arrived at Bloemfontein. Most 
of the sick or wounded officers went into 
them; but some officers went into the 
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private hospitals, which were moved up 
to Bloemfontein after the first month. 
A few officers went into the general 
hospitals. The private hospitals, as the 
right hon. Gentleman has said, all did 
admirable work, but I may say they were 


considerably hampered by the absence or | 
deficiency of nurses ; a deficiency solely | 


due to the objection of the Department 
at home to allow them to take out 
sufficient nurses in the first instance. 


They had all been anxious to have a) 


proper quota of nurses, but their request 


had been refused by the Army Medical | 


Department here. Now, may I venture to 
say a word with regard to myself? I went 
out to South Africa because I believed 
that this was a question which greatly 


interested hundreds of thousands of people, | 


and I was determined that if the treat- 
ment of the sick and wounded was satis- 
factory the public should know it, and 
that if it was not satisfactory they 
should also know it. I want to ask two 
questions in my own defence. In the first 
place, am I a sentimental witness?! My 
experience of war was gained in the Russo- 
Turkish war. That was a barbarous war 
—a war in which there was practically 
no medical service on the Turkish side. 
I only recall this to show that I am the 
last person to be exigeant with regard to 
the treatment of the sick and wounded in 
war. Then, am [ a prejudiced or an un- 
fair witness? I appeal to the series of 
articles I have published and which de- 
scribed the base hospitals at Cape Town. 
Those hospitals were in an admirable con- 
dition when I arrived at Cape Town, and 
I appeal to everyone whether I have not 
given every possible credit to, and the 
most favourable picture I could possibly 
portray of, those hospitals. There is an 
article of mine published this morning 
which gives along account of one of them. 
The detail into which I have entered 
proves, I think, that I have been careful 
in my examination of the hospitals, and 
the favourable view I have expressed 
proves the fairness with which I have 
acted. Now I come back to Bloemfontein. 
There is one word in my published letter 
which I regret, and only one ; and that is 
where I speak of the field hospital I have 
described as an “ illustration,” without 
having guarded that phrase by saying it 
was the worst field hospital there. It 
was undoubtedly much the worst, but the 
other field hospitals had no attemptat beds, 
not sufficient stretchers, insufficient staffs, 
Mr. Burdett-Coutts, 
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and were altogether, if they were to be 
occupied for any length of time, unfit, to 
my mind, for that purpose. Now I want 
to explain to the Committee a point 
which I think has been missed in treating 
of these field hospitals. The Under 
Secretary gave a description of the use 
to which a field hospital is put when it 
accompanies troops, and how impossible it 
is to equip it with the equipment of a 
stationary hospital. I quite admit that 
that is the case when the hospital accom- 
panies troops, but the Committee must 
remember that this hospital was not 
accompanying the troops. It was 
stationary outside Bloemfontein, within 
less than a mile of the town, and it has 
frequently happened in this campaign 
that where a field hospital was to be 
used as a stationary hospital it was 
treated and equipped as such. The chief 
authority on this subject, Colonel 


' Stephenson, states most emphatically 


that “ where a field hospital is going to be 
occupied for any considerable time, every 
effort should be made to raise the patients 
from the ground.” With regard to this 
particular hospital, there is no need to 
labour the point, because on the occasion 
of my first visit to the hospital the 
officer in command of it told me it 
was going to be a stationary hospital. 
With regard to that hospital, and as 
regards the question of overcrowding, i 
think my description has heen read by 
most members of the Committee, of the 
state of things which I witnessed there. 
Well, I declare that every word of that 
description is absolutely true, and a picture 
of what I saw with my own eyes. But 
I cannot examine the reasonableness of 
the impression produced upon my eyes 
except by an appeal to figures. As I 
stated, there were ten men crowded into 
a bell tent. The measurement of a bell 
tent is known; I cannot give it to you 
exactly. But I see it is stated in a letter 
in to-day’s Times that bell tents hold 
sixteen people. All I can say is that 
they do not hold sixteen patients. 
Possibly sixteen people might be crowded 
into them, but how I cannot imagine. 
Ten patients, at any rate, are so crowded 
that when you want to speak to a sick per- 
son—a man whose voice is so weak that 
it cannot reach you standing—and you 
kneel down and put your face close to his, 
you have to kneel on one knee and put 
the other foot behind, because there is not 


room to put both knees side by side. I 
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am told by one of my critics that it is not 
true that patients lay upon the hard 
ground. All I have to say is this 
— that there were 316 patients in 
the field hospital, and I saw the greater 
number of them lying on the ground ona 
single blanket each and a thin waterproof 
sheet. I doubt if all the patients had 
waterproof sheets. I adduce in support 
of this statement the fact that that field 
hospital had half the equipment of an 
erdinary field hospital. It had been 
divided into two on the march. An 
ordinary field hospital has 100 stretchers, 
and, therefore, this should have had fifty ; 
but eight of these had disappeared, and 
there remained forty-two stretchers in 
the hospital. There were 316 patients, 
and therefore, as I stated, there were 274 
patients who had to lie on the ground. 
I have further to state that these figures 
and all the figures which appeared in 
my article on this subject were given 
to me by the medical officer com- 
manding and in charge of the hospital. 
I observe that in the cabled messages, of 
which we have heard quotations just 
now, Lord Roberts states as the reason 
for not vacating these hospitals that the 
patients were not fit to be moved. I 
have given an instance where, unfortu- 
nately, at the close of the career of the 
hospital, twenty patients who ought never 
to have been moved were moved—three 
or four of them in a most critical stage of 
a dangerous disease. Anyone who knows 
about typhoid knows the local conditions 
of it. They were put into ox wagons 
There were no ambulances. This was two 
months after our entrance into Bloemfon- 
tein. The men were put into these 
wagons and jolted over the veldt, over the 
roughest possible ground, and one man 


was in that stage where his case was hope- | 


less. They were taken to another and | 
more permanent hospital. I have stated | 
in the press that four of these men died | 
ina few days. There is another remark 
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not only in this hospital but in many 
other hospitals night after night, solely 
on account of the insufficiency of the 
personnel and the _ insufficiency of 
men to take care of the patients. 
I could give the hon. Gentleman other 
instances, but I will not detain the House. 
1 can only take the hon. Gentleman’s 
arguments and reply to them by facts, 
which I must state in the interest of 
bringing out the truth in this matter. 
I greatly regret if I have erred in de- 
corum, or in the judgment of the House, 
in not rising first to speak. I considered 
the subject, . and it appeared to me that I 
had laid a charge, and I thought that I 


planation the Government had to give. 
I desired to give them an opportunity of 
making a statement of their case. Of 
course, it is perfectly competent for the 
hon. Gentleman to reply to me, as we are 
in Committee. The first thing that struck 
me when I saw the crowded state of these 
field hospitals surrounding Bloemfontein 
was why more houses and more buildings 
were not taken to supply ho.pital accom- 
modation. As I have shown, there were 
sevenor eight buildings taken, which con- 
tained an aggregate of 700 paiients at a 
time when there were 2,200 patients in and 
around Bloemfontein. There were three 
considerable hotels in the place, there 
was the town hall, there were large stores, 
all of which might have been turned into 
hospitals. In addition to these there were 
a considerable number of most comfortable 
private houses which were not occupied 
by their owners. Their owners had left 
the town. The houses had grounds 
around them, in which tents for the 
attendants might have been placed. Why 
were they not taken for hospicals ? 
Houses were taken, and legitimately 
taken—I am not making any complaint— 
| for staff officers and milicar 'y authorities. 
[Opposition cheers and Ministerial cries 
lof “Oh, oh!”] I do not make that 





I might make under the head of the field | remark—[{Opposition cheers and renewed 


hospitals, and that is 
the insufficiency of the personnel, Such 
was the insufficiency of orderlies that 
patients could not be prevented when in | 


with regard to | cries of “Oh!” 


and an hon. Member: 
| “Shame ! ”) Well then, I repeat—and I 
| say it W ithout any ary *iére pensce—that such 
| houses were taken as residences for 


might reasonably expect to hear what ex- ° 





a delirious state from getting up and | military officers, and I could not see any 
wandering into the cold air at night. | reason why many more of them should 
The hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary | /not have been taken for the men who 
of State for War has referred to a case, | were allowed to remain ill in the tents. 
and for some reason or other—I did not IT am not saying that the staff and the 
quite catch the argument—inferred that | military officers and authorities should 
it was a solitary case. Why, it Sappened | | have given up houses that they were in ; 
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I am only arguing that there were other 
houses there that could be taken for 
hospitals. The real reason was that there 
was no one and nothing to put into them 
in the way of medical personnel or medical 
equipment. With regard to personnel, I 
do not claim that the personnel suitable 
to these hospitals should have come with 
Lord Roberts on the forced march to 
Bloemfontein. But a comparatively few 
days after, the road to Bloemfontein—for 
the deviation at Norval’s Pont was open 
—was clear, and troops were constantly 
coming up in numbers, even supplies 
were coming up. 
perfectly possible to have sent up doctors 
and orderlies. I also say it would have 
been possible to have sent up nurses, 
because the road was safe and Bloem. 
fontein was safe at that time. With 
regard to nursing. I considered myself, 
like a great many others, that the evils 
which occured at Bloemfontein were owing 
to the absence of a proper female nursing 
staff. They might have gone there if 
they were in the country in sufficient 
numbers. They might have been there 
by 1st April, and 
been there in greater numbers by 
15th April, and hundreds of them might 
have been there at the end of April, the 


date at which I saw what I have 
described. There was no possible reason 


patent to the eye there why they should 
not. The nurses of che three extem- 
porised hospitals were there. The 
women of the town population were there, 
going about their normal occupations. But 
the women nurses of England were not 
there to attend to those soldiers, and if 
they had heen I believe a great many 
lives might have been saved. I now come 
to the question of the equipment of 
these hospitals, which involves the 
question of transport. The hon. Gentle- 
man has given a very graphic and, in 
some respects, a powerful account of the 
difficulties of transport to Bloemfontein. 
I had myself made some very careful 
calculations on this subject, but I will not 
trouble the Committee with them, because 
I think the hon. Gentleman has eased my 
way. The Under Secretary said that 
1,000 tons of material came up to 
Bloemfontein every day for forty days. I 
ask, supposing one train a day—I believe 
there were twelve luggage trains per day— 
had contained some hospital equipment, 
what an enormous boon it would have 
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As far as I can make out there was no 
provision for hospital equipment coming: 
up to Bloemfontein at that time. I have 
stated very clearly what my own position. 
is, and what I feel, with regard to the 
relation between military exigencies and! 
humanity—that, where military — exi- 
gencies are entirely incompatible with 
the proper treatment of the sick and 
wounded, military exigencies must 
come first, but that where considera- 
tions of humanity can be carried out 
by a reasonable inroad upon military 
exigencies—that is to say, by something 
that will not endanger your military 
success—humanity ought to be con- 
sidered. I want the Committee 
to consider for a moment what the: 
position was in Bloemfontein. The 
greatest pressure of sickness came, [| 
think, in about the second week of 
May; I was with the troops on the 
march at the time. For six weeks pre- 
vious to that time the railway had been 
running freely, and all these luggage 
trains and troops had been moving up. 
Many of us, and, I fancy, many other: 
people in the world, were very much 
astonished at the long delay at Bloem- 
fontein. I do not say it was un- 
necessary; it is not for me to 
express an opinion upon that. All 
I say is that there was no apparent 
necessity, and I cannot conceive anybody 
showing a positive reason, why the 
general advance from Bloemfontein seven: 
weeks after the troops arrived there should 
have taken plece on the Ist rather than 
on the 2nd or 3rd of May. My point is that 
oneday’strains on that railroad would have 
saved the whole position as regards the 
sick and wounded, and unless it can be 
shown that there was an imperative 
necessity for the general advance taking 
place on that particular day, I think the 
facts show that the necessities of the sick 
and wounded were postponed for con- 
siderations which were not in any way 
vital or important from a strategic point 
of view. I have spoken of what seems 
to me to have been a very unnecessary 
delay in sending up the equipment. I 
am bound to weary the Committee some- 
what, because I am dealing with the facts. 
of the case, which are rather full. No. 9 
general hospital arrived in Bloemfontein 
on the 8th April, and che tents were 
erected. They stood there perfectly empty 


until the 22nd April, because there was. 


heen to those poor people who were there? | no personnel and no equipment of any 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts. 
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kind to put into them. The heaviest 
parts of the hospital had been brought 
up; the lightest part was kept back or 
not brought up for a whole fortnight, 
although every day the working of the 
railway was becoming easier. I cannot con- 
ceive any reason, except disorganisation, 
which separated that hospital, which might 
have contained 520 patients, from its equip- 
ment, which was necessary before the 
patients could go into it. I should be the 
last to minimise the difficulties of trans- 
port to Bloemfontein, and it has been 
that there were broken 
bridges and all that sort of thing ; 
the time with which I have dealt covers a 
period from the Ist April to the end of 


May, during the whole of which the rail- | 
way was open, at first by a deviation, | 


and afterwards over the bridge. From 
the great number of trains which 
came up every day to Bloemfontein, 


and tne character of the material which | 


they carried, I myself was more and more 
astonished that the equipment of these 
hospitals was not brought up. Now I 
come to another question. I have spoken 


of the two general hospitals, one of which | 


came up on the 22nd April, and the 
other somewhat later. Those general 
hospitals were capable of holding, in the 
first instance, 520 patients. I think the 
limit of 520 which has been applied by 
the Army Medical Department to a 
general hospital is a very wise one ; I do 
not think it is advisable to crowd more 


than that number together in one locality | 
But these two | 
general hospitals were stretched to the | 


and with one set of tents. 


extent, inonecase of 1,500, and in the other, 
1,100 patients. No. 8 with 1,500 patients 
was placed in a good position about a 


mile from the town, and I cannot speak of | 
it from personal observation, because be- | 
fore I left Bloemfontein it was hardly | 
ready, and I had not time to see it on my | 


way down from the front as I passed 
through Bloemfontein. But No. 9 general 
hospital, by containing 1,700 patients, to 
my mind was a tented city of pesti- 
lence. There was no attempt at classifi- 
cation. 
ing in, one under a disease called “N.Y.D.” 
and another under a disease called “S C.F.” 
“N.Y.D.” means “not yet diagnosed ” ; 
and “S.C.F.” means “simple continuous 
fever.” These patients were placed one 
on either side of a typhoid patient. I ask 
what hope or chance had these two men 
of escaping the deadly disease of the man 


; but:| 


You had men carried or stagger- | 
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between them? In many of the hos- 
pitals there was this absence of classifica- 
tion. I do not say that in all cases it was 
possible, but at least in a_ hospital 
|where the patients could be placed 
_in separate tents, it was possible, and this 
|! want of classification was one of the 
| greatest evidences of the want of manage- 
/ment that I saw under the Army medical 
system there. This hospital had no 
kitchen ; the food had to be cooked outside 
in pits. It was what is called a non-dieted 
| hospital, which means that it had no special 
arrangements for making those delicate 
diets which are necessary to fever patients. 
At the end of two months after we 
| got to Bloemfontein it had only twenty 
nurses for 1,700 patients. Of course, 
|it is open to anyone to object to 
| female nurses in military hospitals alto- 
| gether—that is a perfectly legitimate 
| 


| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


| position to take up; but if you have 
female nurses at all I am _ justified 
in complaining of the number of nurses 
there were in this and many other 
hospitals. It is a number founded on the 
|old Army medical theory that a nurse is 
not to nurse, but is simply to superintend 
‘the men in nursing. I do not know 
|exactly the number of orderlies there 
were in the hospital, but the great pro- 
portion of them were entirely untrained 
private soldiers taken from infantry regi- 
ments. I want the Committee to consider 
‘for a moment what this means. I 
do not know that I can put it better 
than by suggesting that if any hon. 
Member here had a typhoid patient in 
his house it would be an absurd thing for 
-him to go into the street and call in a 
navvy and say to him, “ Nurse me that 
typhoid patient.” I do not say that a 
private soldier who is used as a hospital 
orderly does not do his best. Of course he 
does his best. But he has absolutely 
no knowledge and absolutely no train- 
ing, and no one will suggest that he 
has the natural tenderness of touch which 
would make him any more suited to be a 
nurse than any other man from the work- 
ing classes. And a great many of these 
orderlies—these untrained private soldiers 
—were convalescents. I protest against 
the use of convalescent soldiers as orderlies 
in a fever hospital. What does it mean ? 
It means that a man who has only just 
got up from a serious illness, who is still 
ill and weak and unable to concentrate his 
attention, who wants rest, fresh air, and 
quiet, is sent back into these fever- 


| 
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‘stricken tents to breathe the same bad 
air and to see these horrible sights, 
‘when he is too weak to perform the 
proper duties of a nurse, and when his 
faculties of watchfulness and attention 
are so enfeebled that he goes about his 
work drowsily, and is really incapable of 
discharging the duty. All over the 
hospitals at the front convalescent private 
soldiers were employed as nursing order- 
lies, and it seems to me it was a most 
inhuman practice. If there had been 
a sufficient number of properly-trained 
attendants, it would have been absolutely 
unnecessary. The hon. Gentleman 
Under Secretary of State for War said 
something about my not bringing forward 
any new matter. I have a great deal 
more new matter which I think the 
Committee ought to hear, but I wish 
‘to submit myself entirely to the judg- 
ment of the Committee. I will be as 
brief as possible. [‘Go on.”] I started 
with the troops from Bloemfontein, but 
unfortunately, or perhaps fortunately, I 
‘did not succeed in seeing any real action. 
I wanted to see the treatment of the 
‘wounded on the field, in order to com- 
plete my inspection. 
with a front extending so mary miles, 
and the enemy not hojding any position 
very strongly, I found it very difficult to 
find any real action going on. But as far 
as I could see the ambulances and doctors 
with the troops while on the march were 
fairly sufficient. Ido not say they were 
absolutely sufficient, but they were fairly 
so. However, I do not feel really qualified 
to express an opinion about that. But I 
feel bound to state that on one occasion 
the following incident came to my notice. 
I heard some firing a few miles off on the 
left, and some other firing on the right. I 
went in the latter direction ; but on the 
left there had been a very serious mishap 
to our troops—-the disaster to the mixed 
squadron composed of Inniskillings and 
Scots Greys, who were cut up by an abuse 
of the white flag at a Kaffir kraal. They 
were only four miles from their brigade. 
It was known, of course, by their brigade 
that they were to occupy this position. 
The action took place at nine o'clock in 
‘the morning, and the Boers retired shortly 
afterwards. But no one came near these 
wounded soldiers until half-past four in 
the afternoon The firing could be heard, 
and [ could not understand why, if the 
brigade was properly supplied with ambu- 
Jances and doctors, these wounded soldiers 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts. 


{COMMONS} 


‘should not have been attended to. 


the | 


I did my best, but | 
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Asa 
matter of fact, about half-past four the 
bearer company of the New South Wales 
medical contingent came up. I may tell 
the Committee this contingent is one of 
the finest specimens of medical service 
seen in the war. It consists of a bearer 
company and field hospital, perfectly 
disciplined and wonderfully efficient, 
Great use has been made of it wherever 
it has been, and its units have been 
broken up arid taken in different diree- 
tions. It is entirely composed of 


civilians, and the most eminent doctors in’ 


Australia are serving freely upon it. The 
particular officer in command of this 
bearer company which came to the rescue 
of these men was a certain Major Eames, 
who was always, if his own brigade was 
not fighting, cruising about with his 
bearer company to assist anybody in 
distress, and, fortunately, he found these 
men. He took them toa tin house on 
the railway, and formed a_ temporary 
hospital there. He supplied all the 
necessaries he could, and then left 
the men in charge of a medical 
officer and rejoined his own brigade. 
I came across these wounded later on. 
Many of the men were in a_ very 
dangerous condition ; four of them died 
that night. Two days afterwards the 


doctor who was left in charge of 
these men _ received an _ order to 
evacuate this hospital and serd the 


wounded away, and ox-wagons were sent 
for the purpose. He was a civilian 
doctor, and he protested, but his orders 
were very express. He did, however, 
insist on keeping three officers there. It 
seemed to me to be a strange thing that 
the men who were dangerously wounded 
—for he did not disguise the fact that the 
lives of these men were endangered by 
their being moved—should be taken 
away from that hospital while officers 
should be left in it. Of course, I can 
understand circumstances under which it 
would be necessary to evacuate a hospital 
of that sort, but if the doctor was com- 
pelled to send the men away while he 
was allowed to keep the officers, there 
seems to me to have been some unfair 
distinction. I now come to Kroonstad. 
We arrived at Kroonstad on a Saturday. 
On the Thursday after, an endeavour 
was made to equip two buildings—a 
church and a_ hotel — as_ hospitals ; 
but there was absolutely nothing to 
put into them. There were 300 patients, 
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but there were only two doctors; 
there were no nurses and no trained 
orderlies. There were four untrained 
orderlies in the church with 115 patients, 
and there were four more in the hotel 
with about 160 patients. 
the Committee that I went up with 
the troops; dozens of other corre- 


spondents went up with the troops; 


innumerable attendants and nondescript 
people of different positions in addition 
to the Regular army went up with the 
troops ; why, then, could not doctors and 
orderlies have gone up with the troops ? 


If, as it has been maintained by the) 
Under Secretary of State for War, there | 
had been a sufficient personnel in South | 
Africa, there was no possible reason why | 


that personne’, putting aside the nurses if 


you like, should not have been at Kroon- | 
stad on the day we arrived there, ready | 


to take their place in these hospitals. Then 
we come to the question of equipment— 
that is to say, beds, and so on. I will not 
detain the Committee by stating certain 
facts concerning the beds. There are very 
light collapsible beds, which can be used 
in emergencies, hundreds of which can be 
packed into one wagon. I would suggest 
that in this matter there has been a great 
want of prevision and a great amount of 
obstinacy on the part of the Army 
Medical Department. They use a tent 
which is called a marquee, but it was per- 
fectly well known to them from the first 
that there is another hospital tent, called 
the “Tortoise ” tent, which weighs half as 
much as a marquee, and yet holds two 
more patients. The Department knew 
that transport was going to be the great 
ditficulty—that is the argument of the 
Under Secretary of State ; they also knew 
that tne tents formed more than half the 
weight of the hospital; and yet they did 
not take the trouble to provide themselves 
with the class of tent which would lessen 
the weight by one-half. I want to make 
my point quite clear about these hospitals 
at Kroonstad. We were followed by the 
army supplies, the transport service, and 
soon. ‘There was a long train of bullock- 
wagons, each wagon capable of carrying 
between 6,000 and 7,000 pounds nett. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): Not with a convoy. 

*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: My infor- 
mation comes from the head of the Army 


Service Corps, but it doesn’t make much 
difference t» the argument. 


I remind | 


{| Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Never 
| mind. 
| *Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: I cannot 
| say how many bullock-wagons there were, 
but I made a calculation that if the army 
started with rations and forage for five 
'days supply—and I believe that was 
considered to be the minimum with which 
they ought to start—there would be some- 
thing like 360 bullock-wagons in the 
Army train. Will anybody tell me that 
a train which contained 360 bullock- 
wagons could not have contained four or 
six more for hospital equipment? The 
proposition is absurd. There is no fixed 
limit at 360. If the Department had had 
the prevision to prepare these hospitals 
for Kroonstad it would have been per- 
fectly easy to obtain the equipment and 
personnel. The great vice, the great fault 
and error at the front, has been the absence 
of a proper system of stationary hospitals 
—that is to say, hospitals which may 
possibly want tents, but which can 
generally be put into buildings on the 
line of march. An army advancing 
under ordinary circumstances does not 
leave its communications in danger ; 
therefore the line between the army and 
its base is a continuous line of stations 
which are fairly safe, strategically 
speaking, and in these stations what are 
called stationary hospitals naturally find 
their place. On the question of prepara- 
tion, I want to ask why, in all that idle 
time after the black week in the middle 
of December, if this equipment was there, 
was it not pushed up that 500 or 600 
miles to De Aar, the rail-head? If it 
had been there when the communication 
was established with Bloemfontein the 
greater part of the distance would have been 
traversed, and it would have been perfectly 
possible and easy to have got that equip- 
ment furtheron. But during that period, 
as far as I know, nothing was done in the 
way of moving up any equipment to the 
front. It is not as if there was any un- 
certainty about our progress. The way 
was marked out clearly before us; 
‘we knew we were going to pursue it to 
the end; and certainly the equipment 
‘might have been got up to the rail-head, 
as it then was, in order that when the 
road was open, the road veing practically a 
railroad, these stationary hospitals could 
have been established. I saw all through 
‘the ultimate result of this neglect of 
| prevision. But I have not done with 
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Kroonstad. There I saw the patients 
brought in from the 
They were carried by untrained hands. 
They were put down on the floor with no 
one to attend to them, although many of 
them were in dangerous stages of illness. 
The doctors themselves complained _ bit- 
terly of the want of assistance. In 
consequence of the absence of stationary 
hospitals there, or of any proper hospital 
accommodation, convoys of sick and 
wounded moved off in ox -wagons— 
not ambulances, but ox-wagons, the 
bottoms of which are shaped like a 


‘tumbled 
field hospitals. | 


V, so that the men cannot lie flat. I) 


saw convoys of 150 sick men in various 
stages of illness, and many wounded 
men, put into these ox-wagons and sent a 
journey three days and nights over the 
veldt, with its burning heat at mid- 
day and its freezing cold at 
without any extra clothing, without any 
pretence of medical comforts, without any 
medical man, without any trained order- 
lies to accompany them. I saw one of 
these convoys stop at a station on the 
railway, and the man in charge of the 
convoy came to a doctor who was there 
and said, “I have got a man here who 
is dying; I have got no medicine, and I 
do not know what to do with him.” 
The doctor, who knew something of the 
regulations, and that even under the 
Army Medical Department it was not 
only illegal, but a crime to send a 
convoy of sick and wounded away 
without a doctor, asked the man, “ Are 
you in charge of these patients?” The 
man said, “ No, I am not in charge of the 
patients; I am in charge of the list.” 
That was the only attendant sent with 
this convoy for three days and nights over 


the veldt, and there was another convoy | 


wounded who were 
treated in exactly the same way. 
[“Shame!”] Ido not want to pile on 
these accounts, but at the same place 
there was a man came into the house 
whose history I will tell the Committee. 
He had had enteric fever ; he had been on 
milk diet for three weeks ; he was sent 
immediately from that to 
regiment. He was sent with a detail, 
of course by road, and he stopped 
at this particular place I am describ- 
ing. As soon as he got on_ his 
horse the first day he tumbled off; he 
tumbled off his horse five times; the 


of 150 sick and 


rejoin his | 
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night, | 
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house a dead 
man. had been sent on this 
journey to rejoin his regiment 
after he had been on a milk diet for 
three weeks, without the slightest rest or 
period of convalescence. ‘These are inci- 
dents which I could go on multiplying, 
but it is not by my own wish I have already 
taken up so much time. I will come 
back to Bloemfontein once more for a 
moment. This was on the 23rd 
May. The troops, you will understand, 
were at Kroonstad. Bloemfontein was 
perfectly well equipped by that time, 
except that it was the scene of the 
pressure of enteric which I _ have 
described. On the 23rd May I was. 
informed there were eight wounded men 
lying on the platform at Bloemfontein 
station. I went downand saw those men 
lying on the platform. They had 
arrived at Bloemfontein after a fifteen 


into this tin 


He 


hours journey in open trucks, at 
six oclock in the morning; they 


were out on the platform, and there 
they lay until half-past three in the 
afternoon with absolutely nobody to 
attend tothem. [‘ Oh, oh!”] Bloemfon- 
tein was as safe and comfortable then as 
Bloomsbury. The Railway Staff Officer 
telegraphed at eleven o'clock to the Princi- 
pa! Medical Officerin the town saying these: 
men were there; but no one, doctor or 
orderly, came near them the whole of 
that time. Early in the morning there 
happened to be a hospital train in the 
goods station close by ; some of the sisters 
heard of these wounded men and went to 
them, and gave them two tins of 
condensed milk and a tin of beef- 
tea, and these were shared by the 
eight sick men and_ several others. 
The station was in full swing; porters, 
passengers, and so on were walking about, 
but these men were left unnoticed. Four 
of them were dying. I knelt down and 
put my face close to theirs, but could 
hardly hear their whispers ; I tried to get 
names and regimental numbers. I say 
that to allow those men to lay there from 
six o'clock in the morning until half-past 
three in the afternoon was a disgrace. 
At last, the ambulance of the Irish 
Hospital—which is a magnificent hos- 
pital, and has the great advantage of 
having its own transport—came down to 
the station, and took these men away. I 
believe that two of the men died efter- 


next day he kept tumbling off, but the | wards. I do not know that I want to argue 


men helped him 
Mr. Burdett-Coutts. 
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tary of State for War. He has given a_ 
contrast between the personnel in South | 
Africa on the 15th January and that on 
the 15th June. . By the 15th June the 
tragedy was over. It is no use to quote 
the number of people there on the 15th | 
June. What I want to know, and what 
the Committee and the country want to 
know, is when these people went our. It 
throws no light on the occurrence to tell 
us that there were so many people there 
on the 15th June. My whole point is 
that we have not been prepared, that there 
has been no prevision. JI think that 
point ought to have been answered by 
stating whether, on the Ist March—to 
take a very easy date—there was a per- 
ynnel in South Africa sutticient for the 
requirements of the situation. If the 
hon. Gentleman can tell me that, I, as a 
loyal member of his party, should be only 
too glad to hear it. 


THE FIRST LORDortue TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, E.) : 
He has told you. 


Mr: WYNDHAM was understood to 
say he had not the figures for any 
particular date, but that he had already 
given one figure with regard to the 16th 
April, and that medical equipment and 
personnel had proceeded on the same scale 
throughout—namely, 10 per cent. of beds 
to the numbers despatched to South 
Africa. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: I am glad 
to have made this point clear. I shall 
be all the happier if we can localise the 
responsibility for these deficiencies in 
South Africa. My own personal opinion 
is that the fault lay not here, but in 
South Africa. But I think I was within 
my right in calling attention to the fact 
that to contrast the number there on the 
15th January with the number there on 
the 15th June does not really answer the 
question whether they were there in 
time. The epidemic and the great 
pressure was in the month of, May. 
[havecome back to Bloemfontein. I will not 
pause on the long journey between there 
and Cape Town. With regard to Cape 
Town, as I found it on my second visit 
in the first week in June, I have not a 
very favourable report tomake. The two 
general hospitals at Wynberg had been 
admirable, and, I think, remained so. 
The normal number of patients in each 


| part of the authorities. 
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was 520, but they had been extended so 
that at one time one accommodated 
1,400 and the other 1,200 patients. 
The staff and nurses of No. 2 hospital 
at Wynberg have now been ordered 
to Bloemfontein, with the result that 
the twenty-five nurses in No. 1 hospital 
have now to attend to the 2,000 patients 
at present in both hospitals. There again, 
it seems to me, with hundreds and almost 


| thousands of nurses in this country ready 


and willing and anxious to go out to 


‘South Africa, a position of that 
sort might have been relieved by 
a little care and attention on the 


A Convalescent 
Home had been established at Maitland 
Camp, about two miles from Cape Town. 
I have urged throughout the establish- 
ment of Convalescent Homes in order to 
relieve the hospitals of their patients. 
I visited that at Maitland Camp, 
then only just established, and these 
are my notes. “Saw  convalescents 
in new buts. There are huts erected 
for 150 men—ten huts—but they are 
bare and miserable. There are no beds 
or conveniences, and the men lie in 
blankets on the floor. How far these men 
are convalescent I cannot say ; I found 
several of them in bed at three o’clock in 
the afternoon. The ordinary idea of an 
Army convalescent is that he is a man 
fit for duty. I found one of these a man 
in the Australian Horse, witha very high 
temperature and quick pulse. He had 
had enteric and bronchitis, and spoke 
with difficulty. He had been at Wynberg 
for a few days, and was then sent on 
to Maitland Camp. He was formerly 
at No. 9 at Bloemfontein ”—which 
happens to be the general hospital I de- 
scribed. Another man was suffering from 
dysentery. He was ona milk diet, and had 
had no milk forfour days. All this was hap- 
pening within two miles of Cape Town, 
where every convenience might have been 
provided. Now, who were these people 
in charge of ? They were in charge of 
a sergeant—not a trained sergeant of the 
Army Medical Corps, but an untrained 
man, himself recovering from enteric, I 
had a long talk with him. He told me 
no doctor attended them unless he (the 
sergeant) went for him. Therefore it was 
left for this untrained man, knowing 
nothing at all about medicine, to say 
whether the man on the floor required a 
doctor. After a conversation with the 


man on the floor I sent a doctor to 
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him, but the sergeant did not know 
that he wanted one. I afterwards heard 
that he was dangerously ill. In the same 
camp there is an institution called the 
Yeomanry Hospital. I want to distin- 
guish this entirely from the magnificent 
ospital at Deelfontein, which is one of 
the best manage | and ordered hospitals it 
is possible to see. The one in Maitland 
Camp is called the Yeomanry: Hospital 
because it is filled with Yeomanry 
patients ; it holds fifty patients. It con- 
sists of one Cape hut with 6 inches of 
draught under its roof, and six bell tents, 
one tortoise tent, one doctor, and no 
trained nurses of any kind, orderlies or 
otherwise. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Shettield, 
Central): Has the Yeomanry hospital at 
Maitland any connection with that at 
Deelfontein ? 


*Mr. BURDETT COUTTS: It has 
nothing to do with the Yeomanry hospital 
at| Deelfontein, which, as I have said, is 
excellent. There is one thing I must call 
attention to here. There was a hospital | 
at Cape Town, on my first visit, which | 
was a disgrace to any army or any com: | 
munity, called the Woodstock. The build- 
ing in which it was housed was an old 
building, condemned over and over again, 
yet it was taken to be used as a hos- | 
pital for the troops who arrived from 
England in the transports sick. Every- 
body who came off a transport ill 
was put into this hospital. It was a 
horrible place, and full of vermin. I will | 
read you a passage from a letter written | 
by a surgeon-general, which appeared in | 
The Times this morning— 

« As regards the ‘ Woodstock’ Hospital he | 
speaks the truth. The building is a discredit | 
to any Government. When I reported on it | 


in 1894, I stated that it was situated on the | 
sea shore, that close in front one of the main 








| censored. 


‘regard to evidence. 
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Anything more injudicious than to choose 
such a position, when you have miles and 
miles of beautiful suburbs around Cape 
Town, I cannot conceive, I have only 
one more remark to make. The Under 
Secretary for War referred to the fact 
that no other accounts had come home of 
all these imperfections. I do not think 
that is absolutely true; but I want 
to point out to the Committee—and 
this is a very important point—that 
we have had a great many favourable 
accounts of, a great many letters have ap- 
peared in the papers from patients in, 
hospitals who have been well treated, 
But I want to point out that those letters. 


coming from other places dated at other: 


times with regard to favourable treatment 
can do anything to shake the specific state- 
ments which I have made. With regard 
to the correspondents, when the Under 
Secretary of State referred to the fact that 
there were no accounts from the war 
correspondents, someone interpolated the 
words “ Press Censor.” The right hon. 
Gentleman replied that letters were not 
All I have to say is that 
if a correspondent wrote and published 
a letter showing the sort of thing I have 
shown, and its purport was telegraphed 
back there within perhaps two weeks 
and a-half, I should not envy the 
position of that man as a war corre- 
spondent, the performance of whose 
duty largely depends upon the authori- 
ties whose conduct he might have im- 
pugned. There is one other point with 
I do not deny it, 
and I think it is a very good trait in 
the British soldier — that he is very 
sensitive with regard to sickness. He does 
not like to make complaint with regard to: 
his treatment in hospital. In the first place, 
he is even ashamed of being sick. Then 
he does not want to be thought namby- 
pamby, and does not want to be talked 


sewers of Cape Town discharged its contents, | about for having made complaints as to his 


which were driven back on the beach when | treatment in hospital 
| de corps amongst them. 
| old days there was in the ranks an absolute 


the wind set that way, and sent a_ stench 
through the wards so bad that it was fre- 
quently necessary to close the windows. 
“Immediately behind ran the railway. On | 
the right, within a couple of hundred yards, | 
is the military cemetery ; on the left some | 


open ground, the resort of the bad characters | 

of Cape Town. 
“ As regards vermin, I say there were none | 

present during my incumbency, though the 


Cape Town barracks swarmed with bugs.” 


It is a sort of esprit 
Moreover in the 


terror of the authorities in the hospital. 
I do not know if any such feeling exists 
now in the Army, but I believe the tradi- 
tion of it still prevails. Sir, you will get 
plenty of evidence when men know 
that it is not unmanly, that it is 





|not cowardly, and that it is not un- 
Now in spite of its situation this hospital | patriotic to come forward and tell the 
has been taken as a centre to create and | truth in this matter; and when they 
establish around it a large tented hospital. | are assured that it is their bounden duty 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts. 
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to their comrades, to their country and 
themselves, in order that these things may 
be remedied and may not recur. I[ 
have not troubled the Committee with 


any of the innumerable letters I have | 


received, but I cannot refrain from read- 


ing one short letter I received this— 


morning, dealing with this point— 
“Dear Sir,—I arrived in England the 10th 
of this month, being invalided home from 
Africa, having had enteric. I feel very pleased, 
and must thank you very inuch for the plucky 
manner by which yon have exposed the state 
of things which existed at Bloemfontein. I 
am one of those that must consider myself 
lucky in having lived to get back to dear old 
England, and can give my evidence as a proof 
of what you have written, for [I laid on the 
ground for three weeks without a change. If 
ou consider my evidence uf any use, I should 
pleased to give it you at any time; at the 
present I trust you will keep my name 
anonymous, as my term of service has not 
expired and am on sick furlough.” 


I call attention to the last words. 
I hope at any rate that this House of 
Commons, which is higher than any 
Department or authority in this country, 
will be willing to see that any such man 
who comes forward is protected, and that 
his future is not prejudiced by reason of 
the story he has to tell. I must apologise 
most humbly for having detained the 
Committee all this time. I have not said 
half of what I wanted to say, but I presume 
that I have said enough to show that 
there has been disorganisation, and a 
want of prevision, and a want of proper 
Management somewhere. I am not my- 
self inclined to think that the blame rests 
upon the individual personnel of the Army 
Medical Corps ; I feel pretty certain that 
it does not. Iam afraid it rests upon a 
system which is entirely inelastic, and 
from deficiencies in that system which 
result in unnecessary want of prevision. 
I do not wish, and I do not intend, to lay 
blame upon individuals, or to lay itall upon 
the Army medical system. I feel myself 
that the policy which has governed the 
question of transport has not shown 
sufficient consideration for the needs of 
the sick. I cannot but say that ; other- 
wise the whole responsibility would rest 
upon the Army Medical Corps. To go 
back once more to the question of evi- 
dence, I say with pain that my best 
evidence lies in South Africa, in the men 
who are buried there, brave men, many 
of whom, I believe, if a different system 
had prevailed, would have returned to 
their homes and their friends. 


It has 


been a notable war. In a few days 
I hope it will have been a successful 


war. I do not know whether it has 
been a glorious war. [Cries of “No, 
no!”| Yes! It has been made glorious 


by the bravery of these men on whose 
behalf I speak here—the men and their 
regimental officers. But for my part, 
having seen what I have seen, its darker 
side will ever be present to my mind. I 
shall think always of those silent, though 
not, I hope, forgotten, witnesses, men to 
whom we can raise but one real monument 
—the determination that such errors as I 
have described shall never occur again. 


Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): The two interesting speeches 
to which we have listened to-night have 
been made in a somewhat different order 
to that usually adopted in debate. I am 
sorry that that order was observed. I am 
sorry for the logical sequence that the hon. 
Member below the Gangway spoke 
after the hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary for War. It appeared to me 
that the hon. Gentleman practically 
admitted the chief of the contentions that 
were raised by the hon. Member for 
Westminster, and, admitting the con- 
ditions, he rather pleaded that the diffi- 
culty of transport and the enormous dis- 
tance that had to be covered were an, 
explanation and an excuse for these 
evils, and in apologising for them. 
intimated that they were unavoidable 
incidents of a terrible and prolonged war. 
I cannot admit that the evils described by: 
the hon. Member for Westminster were 
inevitable. They were, I think, all fore- 


'seen, and might have been prevented or 


provided for, and I make these remarks 
because I think there would be similar in- 
cidents in every campaign if steps were not 
taken to prevent them. Hon. Members 
are aware that we lost a large number 
of officers and men ia the Egyptian. 
campaign through enteric fever, but few 
are aware that the medical officers in 
that campaign who sent in certificates as 
to enteric fever were snubbed. This 
most terrible pest was absolutely kept from 
the public records, the system of the War- 
Office being to discourage a medical officer 
who returned a cas» of enteric fever in- 
stead of returning it as continued fever or- 
fever. Knowing that, I was anxious that 
the Government should take steps to pre- 
vent similar action and similar loss of life 
in the war. I do not think it is the fault. 
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of the Army Medical Corps that these 
‘things occur. Every officer of the Army 
Medical Corps has forces to contend with 
that are unknown here, and he would be 
stronger if he had some independent 
assistance to look into these matters from 
the outside. The War Office would have 
done the best thing for the army in 
Africa and saved hundreds of lives if 
‘they had sent to South Africa ‘some in- 
-dependent authority in the shape of a 
small sanitary commission to intervene 
between the military commanders and 
the medical officers on matters of sani- 
‘tation. The military commanders are of 
course anxious to do everything they can 
for the soldiers, and I do not think the 
losses we have had in South Africa from 
‘typhoid fever—the most terrible scourge 
that armies have to contend with —are due 
ito Lord Roberts. These terrible losses in 
South Africa must have been foreseen, and 
anyone who knows anything of the history 
of such outbreaks might have foretold 
it. We had an epidemic of it in Lady- 
smith before it was relieved, and we all 
remember the letter of Mr. Treves, in 
which he said he found 800 cases amongst 
the invested army. We had the greatest 
stress of the epidemic at Bloemfontein, 
‘and evervone who knew the conditions 
that arose before Bloemfontein knew that 
within three or four weeks of the 
surrender at Paardeberg there would be an 
outbreak of fever at Bloemfontein, for the 
reason that the soldiers there were obliged 
‘to drink the water of the Modder River, 
poisoned by all the refuse from Cronje’s 
laager. Within three or four wecks there 
was certain to be an outbreak. The result 
was that the death-rate from sickness, 
which in February and the beginning of 
March had varied between 120 and 90 a 
week, went up to 180 three weeks after the 
Paardeberg incident—exactly the time 
typhoia takes to develop. That figure has 
nothing to do with wounds. It has simply 
to do with disease, and it represents a con- 
dition of things which any medical man 
-could have foretold. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It was foretold. 


Sm WALTER FOSTER: If it was 
-foretold, then more preparation ought to 
have been made. And we would not have 
had cases of sick men being without 
doctors, of one doctor having to attend 
300 men, of fifteen men being ina single 
Dell tent suffering from a disease which 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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makes their condition so horrible. Any- 
one knows that with fifteen men placed 
in a small tent in such conditions, the 
ground must have been saturated with 
discharges to such a degree as to make it 
a perfect pest-house. If that condition of 
things was foretold, as we are assured it 
was, then it ought to have been pro- 
vided for. The same thing occurred after 
the unfortunate incident at the Bloem- 
fontein Waterworks. The loss of good 
water entailed the use of bad water, and 
within six or seven weeks we had the 
terrible death-rate of 370, as compared 
with 90 in the early stages of the cam- 
paign. And only when the troops were 
moved outof Bloemfontein and went north- 
wards to Kroonstad, to find the medica] 
arrangements no better there, but the sani- 
tary conditions less poisonous, did we find 
the general mortality becoming less. In 
this disease the conditions always become 
better when you change camp. In the 
old days the Romans prevented the 
spread of fever by changing camp 
frequently. One of the great causes of 
the mortality was the detention of the 
men at Bloemfontein drinking the con- 
taminated surface water. J have said that 
if we had some means of bringing pres- 
sure to bear on the authorities such as I 
have described, the foresight which did 
exist amongst the medical officers might 
have received more attention and they 
might have had more done in the way of 
giving relief to the sick and suffering who 
were placed under the conditions so 
graphically described by the hon. Member 
for Westminster. All that the hon. Mem- 
ber had said has been practically admitted 
by the Under Secretary for War, and it 
has been confirmed from other sources. 
Not long since, Mr. Bowlby, of St. 
Bartholomew's Hospital, who was_ in 
charge of the Portland hospital, in South 
Africa, wrote home that, in spite of 
utilising many public buildings, the field 
hospitals rapidly became overcrowded, so 
that they had to accommodate three or 
four times the number for which they 
were equipped, and it became impossible to 
treat or nurse the patients satisfactorily. 
Of all maladies, the one that requires not 
only space and pure air, but careful and 
constant nursing, is enteric or typhoid 
fever, and I think it is the highest com- 
pliment, not to the arrangements, but to 
the salubrity of the South African 
climate that the mortality has not been 
greater. If we had had the patients in 
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England under the same conditions of 
ov ercrowding i in a pestilential atmosphere 
the mortality would have been much 
greater. Then we have had further con- | 
firmation of the statements of the hon. 


Member for Westminster from Surgeon- | 
General Hamilton in The Times of to-day. | 


Surgeon-General Hamilton was at one 
time principal medical officer in Cape 
Colony, and he stated that the criticisms 
of the hon. Member carried on the 
face of them evidence of their truth. So 
that we are bound to accept these state- 
ments as giving a fairly accurrate account 


of the horrible conditions which had 
existed among our soldiers in South 
Africa. Seeing that these things were 


foretellable, and that they were foreseen to 
some extent, I do not think we have had any 


adequate explanation of why they were not | 


provided against. If trains could run up 


in the manner they did with general 
supplies, surely some could have been 


taken to provide medical necessaries for | 


these unfortunate soldiers. Ido not think 
that the record which the hon. Gentleman 
gives us as to the cause of that state of 
things is satisfactory. The hon. Gentle- 
man has said he is satisfied that in no 
previous campaign had the sufferings been 
more mitigated. I do not think we can 
admit that with reference to the suffer- 
ings of those whose condition has been 
described by the hon. Member for West- 
minster ; but the mitigation of suffering 
is a totally different thing from the death- 
rate. He tried to make out that the 
death-rate 


such as has been described. But if we go 
into the question of death-rate we find 
that even that is not altogether satisfac- 


tory. According to Lord Roberts, the | 


death-rate in this campaign from enteric 
or typhoid is 21 per cent. In 


the Nile campaign, where there was | 
‘it is greater than that which occurred 


the same painful lack of foresight, the 
same lack of nurses and of provision for 
hospitals, it was 28 per cent.; but there 
we had the disease occurring under 
climatie conditions very much less favour- 
able than those which exist in South 
Africa. In Natal itself, when we had an 
epidemic of this disease a few years ago, 
the death-rate was only 16 per cent., 
which is considerably less than in the 
present campaign. Speaking generally, 
the death-rate from this disease through- 


out this country is only from 12 to 16 per | 
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being low, there was mitiga- | 
tion of suffering, but we have incontro- | 
vertible evidence that the suffering was | 
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cent., or possibly 17 per cent. in the case of 
the worst epidemics. But the comparison 
of all these death-rates is full of fallacy, 
because no two typhoid epidemics have 
the same death-rate. It varies from year 
to year, and from season to season. And 
therefore, though it is higher than it 
ought to be, it is difficult to make a com- 
parison with what it should have been 
under proper conditions. I believe my- 
self that if these unfortunate people in 
South Africa had been nursed and cared 
for properly, the death-rate might have 
been reduced from 21 to 12 per cent. I 
stake my professional reputation on the 
statement that under these favourable 
conditions the death-rate might have been 
lessened by nearly one-half. We have also 
had evidence, which has not been contra- 
dicted, as to the inadequacy of 
the provision of hospital accommoda- 
tion. The hon. Gentleman says that the 
War Office provided beds for from 8 to 
10 per cent. of the total force of the 
Army in South Africa. On this question 
there is some difference of opinion 
amongst sanitary authorities. In this case 
the difficulty was that the 8 or 10 per 
cent. of beds was not on the spot when 
they were wanted. If they had been the 
overcrowding and mortality from disease 
would not have reached the pitch it did 
at Blogsmfontein. Professor Parkes, the 
greatest authority, said that more than 10 
per cent. was wanted for the sick and 
wounded in a time of war, and Professor 
De Chaumont placed it at 25 percent. I 
am sure myself that the proportion of 10 
per cent. of beds is not an adequate pro- 
vision for the amount of sickness likely to 
be engendered in the conditions which 
exist in South Africa. There is another 
point I would like to mention. The mor- 
tality from this disease in South Africa has 
been less than in many previous cam- 
paigns, but it has been greater than it was 
in previous epidemics in Natal, and I think 


Charges. 


during the Spanish-American War, in 
which every man among the American 
troops practically went into hospital twice 
during the campaign. The admissions to 
hospital were over 2,000 per 1,000. In 
one of the most disastrous campaigns in 
recent history, that of the French against 
the Hovas in Madagascar, the mortality 
from typho-malaria was less than amongst 


_our troops in South Africa. I want to point 
out that this condition of things is pre- 


ventible. The late Dr. Parkes, the 


E 








131 S. A. War—Hospitals, dc. 


highest authority we had in this country, 
more than once said that this disease 
could be prevented. I cannot do better 
than read his words— 


“Enteric, or typhoid, fever ought certainly | 


t»be prevented in a camp, and recent experl- 
ence in Afghanistan, South Africa, and Egypt 
shows what ravages enteric fever can make, 
and how rapidly it becomes generated and 
spreads in camp, especially when the men are 
mostly young.” 


Then he says— 


“This is certainly due to improper hygienic 
measures.” 


That is written in the leading text- 
book by the highest authority in this 
country, and I say one of the first duties 
of every administrative body connected 
with the health of the Army is to foresee 
and to prevent an outbreak of that 
disease. I believe that if the Govern- 
ment had shown more foresight in this 
matter the lives of hundreds of those 
gallant fellows who went out to fight our 
battles might have been saved. My 
opinion is that the evil has arisen 
from the cheese-paring policy of the War 
Office in regard to the Army Medical 
Department in years gone by. They 
have been cutting it down and interfering 
with it in many ways, making the service 
unpopular and reducing it below its 
proper strength. One of the late direc- 
tors general of the Army Medical Depart- 
ment, Sir Thomas Crawford, laid it down 
that 890 medical officers was perilously 
low for a peace establishment. We have 
heard to-day from the hon. the Under 
Secretary for War that when we are 
approaching the conclusion of the war we 
have not 890 medical men in the 
service, and yet we have a larger army in 
the field under the colours of the Queen 
than ever within the memory of any man 
in this House. I say that that is a cheese- 
paring policy, and that it was bound 
to bring with it the disasters which 
had resulted in the terrible ravages of 
disease exposed by the hon. Member for 
Westminster, and which have even been 
admitted by the Government. I hope the 
policy of the Government will be changed, 
and that they will provide against these 
things in the future. The hon. Member 
has said nothing about the suggestion 
made by Lord Roberts, that some Com- 
mission should be appointed now that the 
injury has been done. Even now such a 
Sir Walte, Foster. 
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‘Commission might do good. I hope to 


| hear before the debate concludes that 
| there will be an inquiry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I said so yester- 
day. 
| 
_ Sim WALTER 
not heard it to-day. 


FOSTER: We have 


J. BALFOUR: Once is 


Mr. A. 
enough. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: I hope we 
will hear more details on this point before 
the close of the debate. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: I ask the 
permission of the Committee to say a 
few words on this very important matter. 
I only do so because, when in South 
Africa for three months this year, I did 
my best to make myself acquainted with 
all the arrangements for the sick and 
wounded. I admit I was not so long 
there as the hon. Member for West- 
minster, and that I went no further north 
than Paardeberg ; and therefore I cannot 
enter into his criticisms in regard to the 
hospitals at Bloemfontein or Kroonstaad. 
Iam quite sure that Lord Roberts will 
weigh all the hon. Member’s statements 
with the utmost care, and do everything 
he possibly can to ascertain the exact 
truth. Iam sorry to say that the hon. 
Gentleman seems to have seen everything 
in South Africa through the darkest 
possible spectacles. [Hon. MEMBERS: 
Oh, oh!] We have heard nothing but 
the most harrowing details it was possible 
for him to give to the Committee. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: May I 
call the attention of the Committee to 
the fact that I published a series of 
articles, six of which have been devoted 
to presenting to the public the most 
favourable possible picture of the work 
done by the Royal Army Medical Corps ! 


Si HOWARD VINCENT: It is 
greatly to be regretted that the hon. 
Member did not sign his name to these 
articles in the same way that he has done 
to the very violent article which appeared 
in The Times of the day before yester- 
day. It is only now we are 
able to know who is the author of the 
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previous letters. All that we have to 
deal with to-day has nothing to do with 
anonymous letters, but only with a signed 
letter, and the speech which the hon. 
Gentleman has made to the Committee 
this afternoon. I have no desire to do 
any injustice to my hon. friend. I am 
sure he is actuated by the very best of 
motives, but I am not exaggerating when 
I say that he has presented to us a very 
dark picture of what he has seen. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: At Bloem- 
fontein. 


‘Sir HOWARD VINCENT: The hon. | 


Member gave us harrowing details about 
other hospitals at Cape Town, at Mait- 
land, and of the Yeomanry hospital, 
which I know quite as well as he does. 
Iam not going, however, to enter into 
any personal controversy with him. All 
I desire to do, if the Committee are kind 
enough to allow me, is to give the result 
of my observations at the hospitals I 
visited. I may be wrong, or the hon. 
Gentleman may be wrong. The Com- 
mittee have heard the hon. Gentleman. 
I will give the other side of the pictuce, 
I hope with moderation, and without any 
exaggeration or other desire than to lead 
the Committee to a right conclusion on 
the point. I was interested in this 
matter on several personal grounds. I 
quite recognise that in every campaign of 
late, and every civilian in the country 
will admit it, much has been done to 
mitigate the horrors of war. Within a 
few hours of my arrival in Cape 
Town I called on  Surgeon-General 
Wilson. I found in him a man of 
great energy and activity, of warm 
sympathy, and without the slightest 
prejudice or desire to be bound by red 
tape, or by any system which could 
possibly improve the condition of affairs. 
Although I had no introduction to or | 
previous acquaintance with him, he said 
to me—- 


“Go everywhere and make inquiry. You 


‘can go into the hospitals at any time, and 


every information that can possibly be 
afforded is at your service, and if you desire 
to see me again you can do so.” 


He gave written authority to visit the 
large base hospitals and a considerable 
number of stationary and field hospitals. 
I visited the hospitals at Cape ‘Town, 


Pietermaritzburg, Ladysmith, Kimberley, 
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and elsewhere. This was in February, 
and it would be very surprising if from 
that time they had gone so much to the 
| bad as the hon. Member for Westminster 
| would lead us toimagine. I do not think 
| that anything could possibly be better 
|than the provision for the sick and 
| wounded during the month of February, 
| when I was visiting the different hospitals. 
| On 27th June the hon. Member said there 
| were in South Africa two plagues, the 
plague of blindness and the plague of 
| whitewash. Ido not think I am quite 
| blind, and there is no reason whatever 
| why [ should lend a hand at whitewashing. 
I do not think I have ever shown in 
speech or otherwise any desire to stifle 
inquiry. On the contrary, I have de- 
termined to do everything that possibly 
can be done to enforce the lessons of the 
war. No one would say that the Army 
Medical Department is absolutely perfect. 
There is some truth in the statement of 
the hon. Member for Ilkeston that there 
has been too much cheeseparing in the 


past. But that is not a _ matter 
for which the present Government 


is responsible, any more than their pre- 
decessors. In a way they have not 
attracted the very best students from the 
medical schools into the Army; but no 
one could possibly exaggerate the 
heroism the Royal Army Medical Corps 
have shown under fire, their devotion to 
their duty, and their desire to do the 
best they possibly could under the cir- 
cumstances. <A great deal has been done 
lately to improve the position of the 
officers of the Royal Army Medical Corps. 
They have been given increased pay and 
allowances and the titular rank which 
they have been wanting for a very long 
time. It was pleasant to hear from the 
officers of the Royal Army Medical 
Corps in all parts of South Africa that 
they were perfectly satisfied with their 
condition, and the consideration given to 
them, not only by their equals in the 
combatant branch of the service, but by 
the general officers and others in authority. 
There are many things that may be done 
to improve the knowledge and ability of 
the Royal Army Medical Department. 
They ought not only to be encouraged, 
but they should be obliged to attend for 
a certain number of months some modern 
metropolitan hospital in order that they 
should keep up to date. I have been in- 
formed by a registrar of an hospital, an 
officer who sucked the poison from the 
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throat of an enteric patient, that there is | 
no such thing as military surgery. It is | 
an emergency surgery, and the Army | 
Medical Department should keep itself 
up todate. In this war the Government 
invited andaccepted theservices of Sir Wil- | 
liam MacCormac, Sir William Stokes, Mr. 
Treves, Mr.Cheyne, and otherdistinguished 
surgeons who were sent out to assist the 
military surgeons. Then 400 civilian 
surgeons were attached to the Royal 
Army Medical Corps. These had _ ren- 
dered the greatest possible service in per- 
forming many wonderful operations and 
superintending others which were thought 
almost impossible a short time ago, and | 
they had given the greatest comfort and 
assistance to men who were suffering. I 
believe that those gentlemen are better 
aware of the state of affairs in South 
Africa as regards medical matters than 
any man without any personal experience 
of them. _I saw the hospitals myself and 
the way in which the medical corps did 
their work, and when I heard from Sir 
William MacCormac that things were 
working perfectly, I believed him, though 
I had not seen everything, and if anybody 
is wrong in this matter it is not myself, | 
but rather the hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Westminster. With regard to 
Lord Roberts, whose name the hon. 
Gentleman mentioned, everyone who is 
acquainted with him knows perfectly 
well that there is nothing so dear to his 
heart as the care of the sick and the 
wounded. He never arrives at a base 
without inspecting the hospital, and 


he does not go with a large staff 
with great form and ceremony ; he 


goes without any ceremony and converses 
with individual patients, sitting on their 
beds and doing his best not only to en- 
courage the sick and wounded, but also 
to repair or remedy any defect which he 
sees in the organisation. In a few days 
Mr. Cheatle will arrive from Lord 
Roberts’s headquarters ; he had charge of 
the hospital in which were the worst 
cases. In those cases Lord Roberts took 
the greatest interest, and from Mr. 
Cheatle I heard that the first question 
Lord Roberts put to him at Paardeberg 
was, “ What do you think of the con- 
dition of the transport of the wounded 
from Paardeberg to Modder River?” 
Everything that Lord Roberts could do 
to mitigate pain and suffering throughout 
this campaign he has done. I greatly 
regret that my hon. friend the Member 


Sir Howard Vincent. 


{COMMONS} 
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for Westminster did not take the obvious 
and proper course when he found this 
condition of things existing at Bloemfon- 
tein and Kroonstad, and seek an inter- 
view with Lord Roberts and tell him of 
the state of things that existed. He did 
not tell us that he waited on Lord 
Roberts. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: I did. I 
called on Lord Roberts the day after I 
arrived at Bloemfontein, and I made two 
other attempts to see him. 


Srrk HOWARD VINCENT: You never 
said so. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: And at 
Kroonstad I wrote to his military secre- 
tary, Major Cowan, a letter, bringing for- 
ward the defects which I had seen, and 
suggesting remedies. When I got back 
to Bloemfontein I wrote to the same 
gentleman another very strong and long 
letter. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: [ am in 
the recollection of the Committee, who 
will recollect that the hon. Member never 
said anything of the kind; therefore I 
have done a considerable service to the 
hon. Gentleman in giving him the oppor- 
tunity of saying so. But I cannot con- 
ceive that Lord Roberts, who is accessible 
to everybody and anybody, would not see 
him. £ am sure that any representa- 
tions from the hon. Gentleman would be 
received with prompt consideration, and 
I cannot understand how it was that the 
hon. Gentleman failed to see Lord Roberts 
and put these matters right. Did he see 
Surgeon-General Wilson and tell him the 
result of his personal observation ? 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: Over and 
over again. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Then 
perhaps this accounts for the fact that 
at the very time the hon. Gentleman 
wrote this letter in Cape Town Surgeon- 
General Wilson was in Bloemfontein 
seeing to these things. I have had ex- 
treme difficulty in arriving at the truth in 
this matter. Although I am personally 
‘acquainted with hundreds of men in 
South Africa, I have not seen a letter of 
| complaint as to treatment in hospital. One 
thing is pretty well known, and that is 
that if I had received any complaints I 
| 
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bottom ; but I have not received a com- 


plaint of any sort or kind, though I receive | 


letters from the front by every mail. The 
Lord Mayor of London has received no 
complaints ; but the difficulty of arriving 
at the facts of this matter is illustrated 
by this one fact. I heard of two men 
who had been invalided home, and [ tele- 
graphed to them to see me here to-day. 
One man said that he only saw the doctor 
once for five minutes during the seven 
weeks he was in the hospital, whilst the 
other, a man who came home in the same 
ship, and who was in the same hospital at 
the same time, said the doctor attended 
regularly in the morning and in the 
evening. ‘That shows the Committee the 
extreme difficulty of arriving at the truth. 
It does not do to take hearsay evidence in 
this matter. Why, I heard of one com- 
plaint of an enteric patient that all the 
food he got was a little milk and soda. [ 
have had enteric myself, and everybody 
knows that that is the only diet you can 
have. The complaint went on to say 
that the patient would have starved unless 
he had been fed by those who were well. 
Everybody knows that the result of giving 
solid food to a typhoid patient would be 
almost certain to be fatal. With regard 
to the attendance, this man said there 
were no.nurses. It was true there were 
no female nurses, but there were male 
attendants, and he thought the majority 
of the men preferred them to female 
nurses. That is only individual opinion, 
of course, and I only quote it as such. I 
then asked him if he had any complaint 
to make, and he said, of course, it was 
not comfortable, they were on the ground ; 
but that he recognised the ditticulty of the 
authorities, and did not complain. That 
is the evidence of individuals who have 
no interest in disguising the truth. There 
are hon. Members in this House who 
have had relatives at the front; some, to 
their great sorrow, have lost them. Is it 
likely that the relatives of hon. Members 
would not have written to them as to the 
condition of affairs if it is so black as is 
represented ? Amongst them is the son 
ot a Cabinet Minister. Is it not certain 
that he would write and complain ? There 
have been passing through the hospitals 
1,500 or 1,600 officers, and is it likely, if 
this condition of things existed, that they 
would not have written to Lord Lans- 
downe asking for an immediate inquiry ? 
Ido not wish to cast discredit on the 
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should have sifted the matter to the | 


observations of the hon. Member for 
Westminster. He has been actuated by 
the best of motives, but he has trusted 
too much to hearsay evidence. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS : No. 


Stir HOWARD VINCENT: Then he 
has trusted too much to appearances, and 
has not perhaps made sufficient inquiry 
into the origin of things. At the same 
time, I am sure his only desire was to 
bring about the best conditions possible 
in the treatment and care of the sick and 
wounded. I am certain that every officer 
of the Army Medical Corps would spare 
no effort to bring those conditions about. 
If such a state of things as the hon. 
Member has depicted existed it would 
be the duty of the Government, and I am 
sure the Commander-in-Chief would not 
shirk that duty, to find out who was 
responsible. The Government have been 
charged with want of foresight; it has 
been said that they ought to have fore- 
seen the epidemic at Bloemfontein ; but I 
have been told by one who lived in 
Bloemfontein that a more salubrious town 
there could not be, and I do not think 
anyone could have foreseen such a thing. 
No one could have conceived such a state 
of affairs as I saw at Paardeberg, with the 
river filled with putrefying corpses. 
Everything in this war has turned out 
differently to what was expected, and if 
there has been any lack of foresight which 
stands conspicuously before the country, 
it is that of the Leader of the Opposition 
and those who support him. He has pub- 
lished statements to the country, and the 
country will be able to judge whether 
everything has been done which it was 
possible for the Government and private 
munificence to accomplish. I hope my 
hon. friend, instead of writing sensational 
letters and making sensational speeches, 
will devote his abilities and leisure to 
improving the condition of affairs and 
doing all he can to provide for the better 
care of the sick and wounded. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that if the 
conduct of the hon. Member for West- 
minster was open to any charge, it was 
not the charge which had been made by 
the hon. Member who last addressed 
the Committee. He believed that the 
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result of the inquiry would be to show | transport for the sick, and as regards: 
that the circumstances which the hon. Cape Town the absolutely preventible 
Member for Westminster had pointed out , suffering which had been described would 
as existing on one portion of the line of | also shock the conscienee of the country. 





advance existed on at least two other 
lines of advance. The last speaker had 
made an unfair attack on the hon. Mem- 
ber for not having signed the letters in 
The Times except the last letter but one. 
He knew nothing of the circumstances in 
which those letters were produced, but he 
pointed out that the earlier letters were 
mainly in defence of what the hon. Mem- 
ber had seen. It was therefore rather 
honourable on the part of the hon. Mem- 
ber that when he had to make definite 
charges and attacks he should have 
promptly added his name to the letter. 
The hon. Member for Sheffield attacked 
the hon. Member for Westminster for 
having brought a charge against the 
management of the hospitals at the Cape. 
Of all the heavy charges brought by the 
hon. Member against the Army 
medical system, he thought that 
the charges with regard to the 
Cape were the heaviest of all, because 
none of the excuses necessarily made as 
to the limitations imposed by Lord 
Kitchener on transport prevailed here. 
When Lord Rosebery took the chair at the 


dinner in April he said that “our medical | 


and hospital service has been perfect,” 
and he proceeded to give the whole credit 
for that perfection to the Government 
which had organised the system. But 
those hon. Members who for years past 
had called attention to the deficiency of 
the system had shown that a breakdown 
would occur. At the time Lord Rosebery 
thought our system perfect the epidemic 
of enteric had not reached the high level 
now known. But we did know of what 
occurred at Intombi camp and Stormberg, 
and when the inquiry was held it would 
be found that the same facts which 
had been alleged with regard to Cape 
Town and Bloemfontein had also to 


be alleged with regard to General 
x Li 4 
Gatacre’s line of advance, and _ he 


thought the inquiry would also reveal 
that the breakdown had been general. 
Now, of course, war was always 
horrible, but the unnecessary horrors of 
war which were easily preventible natu- 
rally and properly shocked the public 
even more. In his opinion the hon. 
Member for Westminster had proved 
beyond doubt that in the rapid advance 
Lord Kitchener cut down unduly the 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


| He did not charge the War Office with a 
| policy of direct concealment, but he must 
say they seemed not to want to know too 
‘much. Personally he had asked questions 
of the Under Secretary of State for War- 
with regard to circumstances which were- 
well known to himself on information 
which he had from sources beyond all 
question as to the very horrible state 
of things prevailing at the Intombi 
hospital. The answers to these ques- 
tions showed  disinclination to press 
‘for reports or to obtain information. 
He had asked specifically about Intombi 
|Camp. It was claimed in The Times that 
'day, in a letter from one high in the 
‘secrets of the medical service, that that 
camp was placed under the charge of the 
| best man they had got, and that that man, 
| having done so well there, was then sent 
on to Bloemfontein and was responsible, 
as he understood, for some of the hospitals 
described by the hon. Member. The 
| organisation of the medical department of 
the War Office had been year by year 
before the House, and the complaints made 
had turned mainly on the shortness of 
supply of trained orderlies, which had been 
'the definite cause of the breakdown in 
|this war. They had never been told in 
Parliament of the nature of the working 
‘arrangement established between the 
Government and the Red Cross Society. 
He understood from what he had heard 
that there was a working arrangement 
in imitation of the Prussian system. 
'They were told that these break- 
downs had occurred in all previous wars. 
|He would point to the circumstances 
‘of the last war in which the Prussian 
army engaged. In 1870, after fighting 
two days, separated only by one day 
(16th—18th August), the losses were 
gigantic. The Prussian losses were 
greater than the French. There were 
actually 40,000 men, partly French, 
brought in by the Prussian ambulances in 
fifty or sixty hours, and under the joint 
system in operation for the tréatment of 
the wounded there was not the slightest 
hitch. The system worked like clock-work 
and nothing went wrong. That wasacaseof 
perfect organisation in a successful war. 
Afterwards in the beaten French army, 
with a confluent smallpox epidemic to 
deal with, there was equally no break- 
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: down until the snow began. In) of sympathy with anyone who showed up 
| the case which had been referred to|a system under which soldiers suffered. 
| by the hon. Member for Westminster, He had at the same time a great disin- 
. and also by the hon. Member for the | clination to go against anyone represent- 
t Ilkeston Division, the circumstances ought | ing properly-constituted authority. He 
a" to have heen absolutely foreseen. It was | approached this question, therefore, with 
. not like the outbreak of smallpox in| no intention whatever of finding severe 
‘ France. It was a case where enteric | fault with the hon. Member for West- 


fever was to be presumed to exist on a 


| 


minster, who had apparently been 


‘ large scale, as was shown in the Report 
i of the Army Medical Department for 
1898, and the figures there given of 
mortality at Ladysmith before the war 
and with a small garrison, and the state- 
ment specifically made that enteric fever 
in South Africa was assuming grave pro- 
portions, especially in Natal. It was 
t associated with polluted soil and the 
pollution of the Klip River. The utter 


actuated by good intentions. He thought 
| the hon. Member for Westminster had in 
/some measure damaged his own case. 
Instead of confining himself simply to 
| pointing out the state of things that 
existed during the short period that he 
'was at Bloemfontein, the hon. Member 
‘seemed to find it necessary to attack the 
| whole conduct of affairs by those in 
'supreme command in South Africa, and 


: breakdown at the Intombi Camp was, in| some of them were driven to choose be- 
. his view, an even greater scandal than tween his opinion and that of Lord 
1. the facts revealed by the hon. Member for | Roberts and those who acted under him. 
t Westminster. The Under Secretary said |The hon. Member had, he thought, mis- 
, that Sir George White was not responsible | takenly chosen to suggest that a great 
Is for that camp, but it was a camp for portion of the administration of affairs 
m which the British military authorities were | there was wrong, and that things were 
of responsible, and they held at least one done that ought not to have been done. 
= court-martial in regard to the proceed- | Although he sympathised with the hon. 
¥ ings which took place there. In the Member in his desire to see everything 
of hospital at Intombi robbery took place on done for the sick and wounded, he must 
s an enormous scale. Stimulants were stolen | say that he would prefer the dispositions 
™ and consumed, and the tinned milk on! of Lord Roberts to those of the hon. 
™ which the lives of the typhoid patients) Gentleman. He did not understand 
g depended was also stolen and sold. He | exactly what was the position occupied by 
ventured to say that deaths which occurred | the hon. Member. It would add very 
y. among the typhoid patients in the Intombi | much to the difficulties which surrounded 
d hospital in the latter portion of the siege the Commander-in-Chief if he was sup- 
nt were directly due to the robbery of the | posed to be at the beck and call of every 
" stores at the commencement of the | itinerant sightseer who went to the front. 
ke siege. One court-martial was held, and 

/, one man was reduced in rank and sen-| *Ma. BURDETT-COUTTS: My posi- 
es tenced to imprisonment. Although an tion was that of special correspondent of 
an opponent of capital punishment, he | Zhe Times, not entitled to use the military 
ng should have been glad if the man had _ wire. 

av been shot, because the shooting of a. 

re man or two for such offences was likely to CoLtoneL KENYON -SLANEY' still 
re do good to the British Army in time of | failed to see how the commanding officer 
re war. It was likely to show people as was not to have his action considerably 
h, nothing else would the great dishonour hampered if he was supposed to be always 
in of offences of that kind, and that they at the beck and call of even a correspon- 
nt were not to be allowed to go on in future dent of Zhe Times, or of any other 
of campaigns. They could not insist too | amateur, whether male or female. The 
nat strongly on good management in these | Government had not disputed the fact that 
rk matters on which the lives of our soldiers | at Bloemfontein for a certain time there was 
of depend as much as on military skill pure a sad and grievous breakdown of the hos- 
sae and simple. | pital arrangements, but they had explained 
LY, | that it was unavoidable, in consequence of 
to CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- | there being but one line of communica- 
‘k- shire, Newport) said that as one interested | tions. Unless they were in a position to 





in the welfare of soldiers, he had a feeling 


| Say that Lord Roberts should have post- 
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poned the bringing up of men, guns, and 
supplies until the hospital stores were 
brought up, they were not justified in 
challenging the defence which the Govern- 
ment had made. The outburst of fever 
at Bloemfontein could not have been 
prevented by the hon. 
Ilkeston, or any other member of his pro- 
fession, unless, indeed, they had been able 
to prevent the Boers from throwing their 
dead into the Modder and to undertake 
the sanitary arrangements around Paarde- 
berg. That and that only would have 
prevented the outbreak of enteric fever at 
Bloemfontein. That should be borne in 
mind in dealing fairly and properly with 
this question. Let them by all manner 
of means take steps that errors and mis- 
takes do not occur again, but do not let 
them be misled into the idea of thinking 
that in any campaign it would be possible 
under all circumstances to prevent 
entirely such a condition of things as 
took place at Bloemfontein. Unless 
they provided more than one line of com- 
munication, and made the base much 
nearer where they wished to use the 


supply, they must and always would be | 
face to face with possibilities of some such | 
those at. 
His hon. friend the Mem- | 


unfortunate occurrences as 
Bloemfontein. 
ber for Central Shettield laid considerable 
stress on the divergence of testimony on 
these points. He thought the Committee 
would be pretty well satisfied that with 
the best endeavours in the world they 
would not be able to arrive at a definite 
conclusion. 
esteemed Member of the House had been 
very much before public notice lately 
on account of the part she had taken in 
the working and organisation of one of 
the hospitals sent out to South Africa. 
That lady had been speaking at a gather- 
ing in her own county, and her remarks 
formed a curious commentary on the 
speech of the hon. Member for West- 
minster. [Cries of “Name !”] He re- 
ferred to Mrs. Bagot. She said— 


“ At the time of the epidemic at Bloemfon- 


tein she could not estimate fewer in the | 


hospitals than 5,500 patients, and it was 
almost impossible to cope with such over- 
whelming numbers. There was one general 
hospital tor 500 beds which had 1,700 patients 
crowded into it ; another 1,600. The Portland 


Hospital had to stretch out its numbers from | 


100 to 150, and all other voluntary hospitals 
in the same proportion. One field hospital, 
intended for 100 men, to her certain knowledge 
at one time had over 400 patients, lying mostly 
on the ground. 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 


{COMMONS} 


Member for 


The wife of a well known and | 


But what could they do in | 
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| a place where the only communication was a 
small railway line, by which everything re- 
quired at the front, including food, horses, and 
| men, ete., had to be brought? It was amazing 
' that Lord Roberts was able to provide food for 
| his men and horses during the whole of that 
| anxious period. Despite the sufferings of the 
wounded and the sick, she never heard so much 
as a@ murmur or a complaint. As to the 
Government hospitals, they had done magnifi- 
cent work. The statis were simply untiring 
| and devoted, and the patients were in every 
| case as well looked after as was possible.” 





He thought he was justified in reading 
| that expression of opinion from a fairly 
/competent authority. [An Hon. MeEn- 
| BER: It is corroboration.| He joined 
issue with the hon. Gentleman opposite, 
He considered contradiction what the hon. 
| Member considered corroboration. It had 
| been shown that as far as human foresight 
could go every possible effort was made 
| to deal with these matters. It was clear 
that the relatives and friends of those 
engaged in the campaign had no right to 
accuse the Government of any lukewarm- 
ness. 


*Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I am very glad that we have had 
this debate, but I am bound to say that 
it has been to me a very sad and painful 
one, because I had looked upon the Army 
Medical Department work as the one 
bright spot in the many dark clouds 
which have passed over our military 
operations in South Africa, and it is a 
great and grievous disappointment to me 
to find that there has been tnis break- 
down, assuming, of course, that the state- 
ments of the hon. Member for West- 
minster will bear the test of the exami- 
nation to which they will be submitted. 
I am very glad that the First Lord of the 
Treasury was able to accept the idea of 
sending out to the seat of military 
operations a band of skilled physicians 
and sanitarians who will be able to give 
‘that substantial aid to the doctors out 
there which I think they require in order 
to hold their own and to meet the military 
necessities of the moment. My hon. 
friend has confessed that there have been 
grave drawbacks and difficulties at the 
front, and we hope, therefore, that this 
inquiry will be made a full, complete, and 
searching one, and that they will be able 
to put the saddle on the right horse. The 
hon. Member for Westminster has brought 
a series of indictments against the Army 
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Medical Department in South Africa. 
a speech of two hours duration it is quite 
impossible to grasp the situation, and 
those of us who have not been to South 
Africa are not able to give an opinion as 
to how these things are working. 
bound to say, in justice to the Army 


| avoidable. 
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In | have to consider is who is to blame and 


how much of what has happened was 
I am very glad that my hon. 


friend has paid a tribute to the devotion 


| 


lam) 


Medical Department, that in spite of all, 


these difficulties and complications, it is 
only right that we should judge them by 
results. 
for War has stated to the Committee the 
very remarkable results in the case of 
typhoid fever. He has shown that the 
death-rate amongst enteric patients was 
only between 20 and 21 per cent., and I 
may say that that would be considered a 
fairly good ratio of success even in a 
London hospital, provided with all the 
attributes of modern civilisation ; but out 
in South Africa, with bad sanitary con- 
ditions, no beds, and very little comfort, 
with everything going wrong, and with 
all the conditions of treatinent considered 
by medical science to be necessary, we 
have better results than have ever before 
been attained in any large campaign, 
and the rate of mortality compares 
favourably with our military hospitals at 
home. I think the success which has 
been attained in this respect is truly re- 
markable and very creditable to those 
concerned. We have to remember the 
seri us injury which expansive bullets had 
inflicted, for the use of these bullets by 
the Boers has been proved beyond doubt. 
[think that the ratio of success of from 
90 to 95 per cent. in the treatment of 
the wounded is a testimony to the devo- 
tion and skill of the Army Medical 
Department. Much of this success has 
been due to the skilful way in which the 
first dressings were carried out on the 
field of battle. Of course the further 
treatment and dressings had to be carried 
out not oniy by the medical staff but by 
the skilled surgeons whom my hon. friend 
and his colleagues have sent out to the 
seat of war. I take exception to some of 
the statements contained in my hon. 
friend’s letter. The hon. Member for 
Westminster has sneered at the opinions 


expressed by Sir William MacUormac 
and Mr. ‘Treves at the dinner 
given in their honour when they 
came back to this country, after 


an arduous campaign. We are bound, I 
suppose, to admit that certain difficulties 
have occurred in the management of 
affairs out in South Africa, and what we 


The Under Secretary of State | 


of the Army Medical Department. These 
men had to go out on the field of battle 
night after night, and I hope this House 
will recognise in every possiole way that 
whoever is to blame, at all events the 
doctors on the spot, who were short- 
handed and working under very difficult 


conditions, are not in any way responsible 


for the condition of things which we all 
so much deplore. We have to find out 
exactly how the matter stands. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Forest of Dean seems to think that 
the Medical Department ought to have 
foreseen the awful conditions under which 
the troops have been obliged to serve, 
and the dangers of typhoid fever. If the 
water was contaminated with putrid 
masses of festering humanity typhoid, 
under those circumstances, would be un- 
preventible. I cannot free the Govern- 
ment from blame for not having foreseen 


the overwhelming possibility of a 
thing of this kind taking place, 
and for not remembering that a 


pestilence of this kind often dogged 
the footsteps of an army in the field. 
This outbreak of typhoid _ fever, 
although inevitable under the circum- 
stances, might have been met a little 
more actively, and there might have been 
a little more completeness and elasticity 
in the arrangements made. I believe 
that the Government have sent out ample 
stores, but there has been a want of 
organisation in the distribution on the 
spot. It seems to me to be something 
like what occurs during an Indian famine 

-there may be plenty of corn in one 
place, but because there is none at all in 
a certain spot the people starve. No 
doubt part of these disasters may be due 
to a very old cause, and that is that com- 
manding officers have not always taken 
the principal medical officer into their 
confidence as much as they might have 
done. Upon this point I might go into 
an historical retrospect, and I could show 
how the medical arrangements in one 
war completely broke down because the 
principal medical officer was not taken 
into the confidence of the commanding 


officer. I may be wrong in this instance, 
-but such things have happened in 


the past, and it is just possible that a 
similar reason may apply in the present 
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case. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Forest of Dean, and other 
hon. Members in 
peatedly brought up the question of the 
undermanning of the Army Medical 
Staff. They have repeatedly complained 
that the Army Medical Department has 
been too hard worked, and that they do 
not get that opportunity of studying 
which is necessary in order to keep them 
acquainted with the modern conditions of 
medicine and surgery. The refusal to 
thank the Army Medical Department for 
what they did during the Soudan War 
stung them very deeply, for not a single 
word of appreciation was expressed for 
the work which they had performed. 


{COMMONS} 


this House, have re- | 
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‘of warfare, either ancient or modern. 
Whatever the faults may be, or on who- 
ever you may place the responsibility, the 
doctors have done their work admirably, 
and in the treatment both of the wounded 
and of enteric patients they have achieved. 
a result which is absolutely unknown in 
any campaign of former times. I am glad. 
that we are going to have a full inquiry, 
and I think the hon. Member has done a 
public service in bringing this matter 
forward, although I do not admit many 
of his statements. The hon. Member says. 
| he has seen these things, and all we have 
to do now is to find out who is to blame, 
and then we can put the saddle on the 
right horse. 





Lord Roberts sympathises deeply with | 


the sick and the suffering, and he has 
expressed his enthusiastic desire to do the 
best he can for the soldiers suffering from 
disease in the field. My opinion is that, 
whereas the military authorities at the 
War Office underrated the fighting capacity 
of the Boers, they also underrated the 
fighting capacity of enteric fever. Enor- 
mous possibilities might arise during a war 
in a country like South Africa, although 
there are a good many extenuating 
circumstances connected with the question 
under discussion. I should like to think 
that all they do is for the best, and I 
quite believe that all the preparations 
made here by the director-general were 
good, but muddling took place in conse- 
quence of want of organisation out at the 
front. How far this was due to the 
military exigencies under which the chief 
of staff took the transport which ought to 
have gone to the doctors we do not know, 
but the enormous extent of the country 
and the rapidity of Lord Roberts’s move- 
ments are, I think, extenuating circum- 
stances which may induce us to take a 
different view from that taken by my 
hon. friend the Member for Westminster. 
The mobility of the enemy in South 
Africa and the extent of the country has 
not been perhaps so fully appreciated as 
they ought to have been by those who 
made the arrangements for the campaign. 
But however that may be, and whatever 
may be said about the arrangements, I 
want to say the doctors out there have 
done good work and have done the very 
best they could under very difficult condi- 
tions ; and not only this, but they have 
attained a measure of success, both on the 
medical and the surgical side, which is 
absolutely unprecedented in the history 
Dr. Farquharson. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I agree 
| with my hon. friend who has just spoken, 
|that this debate must be, to a great 

extent, a very sad one to many of us, for 
we, nearly all of us, have close friends 
|or relatives engaged in this war. <A 
'debate which in any way suggests that 
something has been left undone which 
might have alleviated the sufferings 
of those of our friends and _ near 
relatives must be a painful matter to con- 
sider at the present moment. I only 
wish to say one or two words, because I 
happened to be in South Africa when the 
war commenced, and I saw a good deal 
of what was going on during the early 
stages of the war in the Transvaal, the 
Orange Free State, Cape Colony, and 
Natal. I think it is idle to say that 
many mistakes were not made, for many 
‘things were left undone which might 
have been done. But we must remember 
that a very large war was sprung upon 
us, so to speak, and I think that it isa 
pity that we should exaggerate and 
emphasise those mistakes which have 
been so forcibly painted by the hon. 
Member for Westminster. War is a 
dreadful calamity, and perhaps it is an. 
advantage that it is so, because it prevents 
nations from freely indulging in it. But 
after all, it is hardly fair to pick out 
isolated cases and paint them in 
vivid colours in the imagination of the 
public of this country, who are now 
grieving over the losses they have 
sustained, without also putting before 
them the other matters which the hon. 
Gentleman the Under Secretary of State 
for War has mentioned. After the rapid 





march from Paardeberg there is no doubt. 
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things were in a very serious condition, 
and enteric fever developed largely, as 
might have been expected. But anyone 
who, like myself, has travelled from Cape 
Town to Bloemfontein along the narrow 
li.e of railway, and who considers the 
enormous effort that it must have been to 
convey what was absolutely necessary to 
keep the Army alive, can hardly wonder 
that during the first few weeks some 
branches were not served with provisions 


and other necessaries as well as we should | 


have wished them to be. I travelled 
over that line myself before the war 
broke out. It is a very small and narrow 
line, and there is not only the difficulty 
of getting things up the line, but there is 
also the “difficulty of getting the empty 
trucks back again to bring up another 
load. I agree most heartily that there 
should be a most careful investigation, 
not so much with the idea of proving 
anybody wrong, but of seeing if we can 
by any ‘possible means, as was suggested 
by Lord Roberts, do something which may 
prevent any such sufferings or calamities 
occurring again. That seems to me to be 
the great object of this inquiry. When I 
was out in South Africa I saw one or two 
incidents, which I could paint and exag- 
gerate, and possibly make as much of as | 
am sorry to say I think the hon. Member 
for Westminster has done. ButI do 
think that, in discussing a question such 
as this, we must bear in mind the whole 
of the circumstances ; and knowing the 
distance and the difficulties of transport, 
it does seem to me that we should dwell 
more upon the brilliant successes of some 
phases of hospital life at the front than 
on the mistakes which were made. It 
is satisfactory to think that in spite of 
the difficulties of long marches—and I 
dare say it is quite true that many 
of the men had no beds, and that 
appliances were not forthcoming. —by the 
heroism of our Army Medical Department 
such very remarkable results have been 
achieved asthosewhich have beenalluded to. 
Thehon. Member for Westminster referred 
to the absence of female nurses, That is a 
question which I think should be freely 
discussed and gone into with great care. 
I think in the early stages of the war 
enough was not thought of supplying 
female nurses. The orderly system is, 
after all, a rough-and-ready system, only 
justifiable when nothing ‘further can be 
undertaken. I am glad “that the Govern- 
ment are going to send out a Commission, 
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particularly after what has been stated in 
the public press, because the public ought 
not to be left as things are with these state- 
ments before them. We must remember: 
that if they have not themselves suffered, 
there is hardly a family which has not 
lost a member or a friend in this war, and 
if there has been any culpable negligence: 
which has caused this great loss I think 
the nation should know of it. I have: 
seen the country and know the distances. 
and the difficulties, and I know Lord 
Roberts to be one of the most 
humane generals of the time, and we 
ought to hesitate in believing that there 
has been any neglect. The hon. Gentleman 
referred to a corpse being found in a 
hospital lavatory. Mentioning such a thing 
as that gives a certain jar to ¢ our feelings ; 
but when one comes to consider it, it is a 
thing that might happen in the emergency 
of the moment and not be so bad as it 
seems to us, and I think to publish a 
statement of that kind to shock and up- 
set the public in the way it has done was 
wrong. By all means inquire into every- 
thing’ that has been done, and let us know 
the worst, though I should have preferred 
to have waited until the war is over. 
What we want is that this investigation 
shall not be governed by vindictiveness im 
any way, or by party feeling, but solely 
with the idea to throw a brighter light 
upon this matter and to learn, if there 
have been blunders, from our experience 
in the past. 


Sm CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow,, 
Bridgeton): Many hon. Gentlemen 
have found fault with the hon. Mem- 
ber for Westminster for exaggerating: 
and drawing on his imagination and 
drawing lurid pictures of matters which 


it would have been better to have 
concealed. I do not agree with that 
at all. I think that he is entitled 


to the greatest credit for putting before: 
the public that which he no doubt saw. 
I am as content to take his statement as. 
to what he saw as I should be to take the 
statement of the hon. Member for Central 
Sheffield as to what lie saw. One fact 
which shows the importance of the sub- 
ject to which attention has been drawn is: 
the question which. was put upon the 
Paper this morning by the hon. Member: 
for York, which showed that 5,000 
officers and men died of disease, and’ 
that 18,000 were invalided; thus you 
have 23,000 officers: and men put out of 
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action by disease, and if that is not a fact 
justifying our attention I do not know 
what is. 
for Westminster deserves the greatest 
eredit not only for publicly describing 
what he saw, but for the facts which he 
has brought forward here. I believe he 
‘described as accurately what he saw as the 
hon. Member for Central Sheffield did what 
hesaw; but they described different systems 
under different circumstances. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary for 
War in this debate said that in January 
there were 351 members of the Army 
medica! service, assisted by 77 civilian 
doctors, sent from this country, and he 
told us that in June there were 456 Army 
doctors, and that 348 civilians had been 
sent out, and that other civilian doctors 
resident in South Africa were added in the 
later stages of the campaign. Now I do not 
wish to compare the abilities of Army 
and civilian doctors, but there is a lot of 
red tape in the Army. ‘The hon. Gentle- 
man told us that it would never do for a 
doctor to requisition this or that, he 
must go through the regular routine; 
the consequence is that when the Army 
doctor wants anything he knows where 
to get it; thev can ruffle it with their 
military brethren aud get what they want ; 
but the unfortunate civilian who goes out 
cannot bring pressure to bear and is put 
aside. That would no doubt account for 
many of the difficulties existing to which 
the hon. Member referred. The Army 
Medical Department is totally inadequate 
to cope with our Army when ina state 
of war. It has been experienced by the 
Government again and again, and the 
utmost pressure has been brought to bear 
on the Government without adequate 
result. The hon. Member for West- 
minster in a number of statements, neither 
sensational nor exaggerated, seemed to me 
to point out a very grave defect in our 
system. He told us that in a certain 
hospital instead of twenty doctors there 
were only three ; instead of, say, a score of 
trained orderlies there were only two or 
three, and that the others were untrained 
men, and he made reference to con- 
valescent orderlies, that is to say men 
who had just recovered from illness, who 
were performing a duty for which they 
were physically unfit, and for which 
they had had no training, and which, | 
owing to their not being in a good ! 
state of health, must have been neglected 
or improperly performed. Who would | 
Sir Charles 


Jameron. 
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The hon. Gentleman the Member , 


' were the convalescents. 
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imagine that the Army Medical Corps 
would have the nursing done by such 
men if they could get better? It shows 
that the trained orderlies are far fewer 
than they should be; that every fit 
man had to be sent to the front, and that 
the only men they could fall back upon 
That could be 
remedied by a little more expense. There 
was a remark made that that was due to 
the deficiency of transport ; I make every 
allowance for that and for the exigencies 
of war, but I cannot help thinking that 
it would have been very easy to have 
spared one cattle-truck to bring in 
wounded men; but that does not excuse 
the case of convoys sent down without 
any medical officer in charge, or even a 
trained orderly. It does not excuse the 
management at the Cape. That appears 
to be the most significant of the charges 
of the hon. Gentleman, and it seems to 
indicate that this fault lies nearer home 
than South Africa. He told us of two 
base hospitals at the Cape, each of which 
had a capacity for 520 patients, and 
that they were overcrowded to such an 
extent that there were 2,400 patients in 
them. But that is not all, he told us that 
the whole of the personnel of one hospital 
had been sent to the front, and that the 
care of the whole of these 2,400 patients 
devolved on the hospital statf which was 
left—a hospital staff which was calculated 
to cope with 520. This is a case of over- 
crowding and improper treatment of the 
sick which might have been excusable if 
it had been impossible to send up nurses 
and hospitals, but in this case nothing 
could have been easier than to have sent 
out equipment and personne! to Cape Town 
at all events, and to prevent any such 
undesirable state of things at the hos- 
pitals at the base. There has been some 
discussion as to the merits of female 
nurses at the hospitals as against the 
orderly system, and I[ do not wish to 
enter into that, but when you have not 
got trained orderlies female nurses would 
be infinitely better than untrained soldiers 
and untrained convalescent — soldiers. 
Typhoid is a disease in which mortality 
varies enormously ; in some cases it is 
extremely high and in other cases if is 
exceedingly low. There was an epidemic 
at King’s Lynn some time ago where it 
was so low that in one hospital amongst 
sixty patients there was not a single 
death. That was not attributable to 
extraordinary medical skill, but to the 
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nature of the epidemic. It is impossible | 
to compare one epidemic with another. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It was compared 
by the ten years average. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON : Yes, but 
if you compared the King’s Lynn 
epidemic by that average it would have 
shown a very good average. ‘There is no 
disease in which diet is so important, and 
though it may be said that in the case of 
a soldier stricken down he cannot receive 
the same care and attention as he would 
receive at home, still, if there were less 
deaths than the ter. years average shows, 
that was not due to better care, but to 
the mildness of the attack. The right 
hon. Gentleman must admit that patients 
treated as these men were must show a 
larger mortality than would have been 
the case had they been treated under 
more favourable circumstances. All that 
I wish to point out is that nothing that 
has been said about transport and military 
exigencies can explain away the condition 
described as existing at the base hos- 
pitals at the Cape. As to attributing 
these disclosures to any ill-feeling or 
lack of patriotism on the part of the 
hon. Member for Westminster, anyone 
has only to read his letter containing 
the description of the base hospitals, 
before he went up country, to find that it 
was of the most brilliant and glowing 
description. When hon. Gentlemen look 
at his letters they will agree that he 
described what he saw without fear or 
favour. I trust, without waiting for a 
formal inquiry, the War Office will ascer- 
tain whether this overcrowding exists at 
the Cape, and will at once take steps to 
remedy it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: We have been in 
continual correspondence with 
Africa for the last three months. These 
matters are governed by certain principles. 
Those principles are, however, expansible, 
and do expand, and we do send out more 
doctors as required. 
asked for we have sent. 


just the kind of official defence with 
which I am but too well acquainted. 


South | 


All we have been | 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Is it an official 
defence to ask Lord Roberts what he 
wants, and then to send on what he asks 
for ? 


Smrk CHARLES CAMERON: Lord 
Roberts is not at the Cape; he has quite 
enough to do without attending to the 
medical details. Here is a case where 
the whole staff of a hospital has been sent 
to the front, and the care of two hospitals, 
overcrowded to an extent which must 
have taxed the energies of the staff to 
the utmost, has been devolved on the staff’ 
of one. Is it too much to ask not that 
Lord Roberts should be bothered with the 
matter, but that the right hon. Gentleman 
should do what was done in the case of 
India—telegraph to the person in charge, 
and see what he wanted. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: All that has been 
done. We are in correspondence with 
the senior medical officer at Cape Town, 
and also with General Forestier-Walker, . 
and we have done all that is to be done. 


Str CHARLES CAMERON: I do not 
think that the hon. Gentleman intended 
to deceive, but I do not think he can 
have been in correspondence with the 
person actually in charge. However, in 
the interests of humanity, a statement of 
the kind that has been made ought to be 
inquired into, and if the hon. Gentleman 
does not inquire into this matter the 
country will not consider red tape a 
sufficient excuse for his not doing so. 


*GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) 
said the question which was now being 
discussed had been before the country 
for the past two days, and had caused a 
shock almost unexampled in this genera- 
tion. He personally had seen a great 
many officers and men who had returned 
invalided to this country, and he pos- 
sessed 4 great many friends now in South 
Africa with whom he was in correspond- 
ence, and few had greater opportunities 
of becoming acquainted with what went 
on behind the scenes than himself. He 
might say there was a general consensus. 


| of opinion that the hospital arrangements 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON: That is | 


at the commencement of the war had been 
excellent. ‘Then there had occurred an 
outbreak of typhoid fever under circum- 
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stances of exceptional difficulty. He 
spoke with great sympathy upon the 


matter, having had some _ experience 
of typhoid in a campaign, and no 
one could read the letter from the 


hon. Member which appeared in The 
Times, or listen to the statement he had 
made that evening, without a feeling of 
the greatest horror. The Committee 
ought to approach this subject, not in 
a party, but in a national spirit, and 
hence he was very glad that the motion 
which had given rise to the debate 
had been moved by a Member on the 
‘Government side of the House. At the 
itime of the Atbara campaign he drew 
attention to what he considered were the 
most defective arrangements for succour- 
ing the wounded, but he was met with a 
denial of his statement, a'denial based, no 
doubt, on insufficient information, because 
he met men who had been through that 
‘campaign, and he found his statements 
had been perfectly accurate, although 
they were officially denied. At the time 
-of the Khartoum expedition a great 
change was made, a large number of 
additional doctors were sent out, all 
the appliances which science could 
-devise were despatched, and hence at 
the attack of Khartoum everything was 
done to mitigate the suffering of the sick 
-and wounded. He did not think a strong 
case had been made ut on this occa- 
sion against the War Office. The hon. 
Gentleman had stated that more stores 
were sent out than were required, and 
he did not think that the War Office, 
or the hon. Gentleman who sat before 
him were the persons with whom fault 
should be found. He thought, however, 
there ought to be some explanation of how 
such a lamentable state of things came 
.about, and at the same time he desired to 
point out to the Committee that the con- 
‘ditions of South Africa were such as to 
make an outbreak of typhoid fever almost 
a certainty. All the water for the troops 
had to be drawn from streams wherein 
people washed, and into which cattle wan- 
dered. At Paardeberg the river was filled 
with dead men and horses. He remem- 
bered perfectly well after the Zulu war, 
under the most favourable sanitary con- 
- ditions, the bodies of troops moving about 
being very small, there were still a number 
of cases of typhoid caused entirely by 
bullocks suffering from the rinderpest 
going into the water to die, and men 
drinking the water. The water of the 


General Russell. 
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‘streams was so bad that when he was in 


charge of the military base hospital at 
Ladysmith he had scouting parties up 
the stream to see if any bullocks had 
died there, and, if so, to drag them 
out. Strict orders were also given 
that all water should be boiled, but 
upon a campaign of such rapid marches 
as that in South Africa at the 
present time, to boil all the water 
drunk was an impossibility; the men 
would have to drink what they could get, 
and typhoid was bound to appear. He 
failed to understand why, when there 
were a number of buildings in Bloem- 
fontein unoccupied by the inhabitants, 
they were not used for the benefit of the 
wounded. Lord Roberts had been very 
justly called a humane general, but he 
(General Russell) ventured to say that had 
Germany or France been in that town 
there would be scarcely a house that 
would not have been cleared out, not only 
for the fever patients but also for the 
wounded. Under all the circumstances 
he could not believe that the facts as 
stated by the hon. Member for West- 
minster had been put before Lord Roberts. 
In his opinion, the Committee ought to 
know whether this matter was ever 
brought before the Commander-in Chief, 
or whether it only went before his Chief 
of the Staff, because everybody was fully 
aware that Lord Roberts had more to 
think about than hospital matters, his 
iirst care being to defeat his enemy. 
Many other duties must of necessity have 
beer: delegated to responsible stat? officers. 
What ought to be done was to discover 
whether the representations were made 
by the principal medical officers, and if 
they went to Lord Roberts, or whether 


they only went before the Chief of the Staff 


and were disregarded by him. That was a 
matter which should be made perfectly 
plain. The question was a serious one ; 
and another point which should be 
cleared up was how _ these hospitals 
at Capetown were allowed to fall into 
the condition described by the hon. 
Member for Westminster. He was sure 
that no one would be more anxious to 
prevent a recurrence of these evils than 
Lord Lansdowne, the Secretary of State 
for War. He thought that the hon. 
Member for Glasgow was right when he 
said that the Royal Army Medical Depart- 
ment was totally incapable of grappling 
with a great ernergency like this, and we 
should have a reform and a reorganisa- 





pe 


an 


wl 
th 
to 


he 
to 
he 
he 
ar 


de 
sh 


ste 
Ste 
th 
cel 
th 
sO 

afi 
en 
int 
Th 
lif 
mé 
th 
rel 
ag 
Lo 
da 
wr 
we 


hos 
fac 
ow: 
get 
rey 


on 


at 


re 





157 S. A. War—Hospitals, &c. 


{29 JuNE 1900} Mr. Burdett-Coutts’ Charges. 158 


tion of that Department and all connected | He simply wished to read that statement 


with it. 
had had difficulties in regard to the De- 
partment, and that it was extremely hard 
to get good men. He thought a grievous 
mistake had been made in abolishing the 
regimental system, with the result that 
doctors in charge of regiments were 
changed almost from day to day. 
Hence necessarily medical officers could 
know nothing of the men whom they had 
to attend ; and he earnestly hoped that 
the whole system would be so modified 
that a medical man would be attached to 
every regiment and battery. He could 
only repeat that hon. Members on his 
side of the House would welcome the pro- 
posed inquiry with the greatest pleasure, 
and he earnestly trusted that it would 
produce good results, so that our soldiers 
who went to fight our battles might have 
the best care and attention it was possible 
to give them. 


Mr. C. H. WILSON (Hull, W.) said 
he had listened with the greatest interest 
to the courageous statement made by the 
hon. Member for Westminster. He had 
had correspondence from South Africa, 
and especially one letter which seemed to 
bear on this subject from an entirely in- 
dependent and unbiassed source. He had 
shown the letter to the hon. Member for 
Westminster, as it fully supported the 
statements that gentleman had made, 
statements in which he believed he had 
the entire sympathy of the country, and 
certainly the support of hon, Members on 
the Liberal side of the House; but 
so far as he could judge, he was 
afraid that Conservative Members had 
endeavoured to minimise and lessen the 
intense importance of those revelations. 
The country knew of the frightful loss of 
life which had taken place, and this was a 
matter which ought to be brought before 
the House. The letter to which he 
referred was from his son, who six months 
ago went out as amember of the City of 
London Imperial Volunteer Corps. The 
date of the letter, which was to the 
writer’s sister, was 24th April, and in it 
were these words— 

“All the English papers say that the 
hospitals are so wonderful, but as a matter of 
fact they are scandalously managed. Our 
own men will not go to hospital now, as they 


get less food and attention than with the 
regiment.” 


He knew that the Government to the Committee, as it bore its own 


weight of evidence. The speeches from 
the Government side of the House had 
been somewhat sentimental and not 
matter of fact; but here was a simple 
statement bearing on this great ques- 
tion, and it was only fair to the 
hon. Member for Westminster, who 
had had the courage to bring up 
this subject, that he should, as far as he 
was able, give him his support in demand- 
ing an inquiry in regard to this crying 
evil. They all knew of the deficiencies of 
this campaign; they knew of the defi- 
ciencies in guns, and now they knew of 
the deficiencies in medical stores. Those 
who were familiar with the history of the 
Crimean War knew that history always 
repeated itself, and still at the War Office 
there was the same want of prevision 
which had resulted in this enormous loss 
of life among the best men of the country. 
Who were responsible for this? In his 
opinion, it was the War Office. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said the interesting point at which they 
had now arrived in this discussion 
prompted him to ask how those gentle- 
men opposite were going to vote. Were 
they going to vote for this grant of £5 
to the Government, or were they not ? 
That would be the test of their sincerity. 
Every kind of attack had been made 


against the Government. He was 
not given to the defence of the 
Government; but on this occasion 
it seemed to him that the Govern- 


ment had made a most complete answer 
to these attacks. The Government had 
been accused of every kind of official 
neglect : that there were not enough nurses 
or doctors or medical stores, and perhaps 
the hon. Member who had just spoken 
would say, not enough ships. Did hon. 
Members remember that war was a very 
terrible business, that it entailed neces- 
sarily an enormous amount of suffering, 
more especially when the lines of commu- 
nication, as in this case, were extremely 
long, and that all supplies and men had 
to be carried over a single line of railway ? 
It should be remembered that the dis- 
tance from Cape Town to Pretoria was 
1,000 miles—as far as from here to 
Gibraltar. He was astonished to hear 
the right hon. Baronet the Member for 


the Forest of Dean, whose knowledge of 
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these things was very complete and very 
accurate, and who gave his knowledge to 
the House in a continuous stream of a 
most interesting character—|Hon. MEm- 
BERS: Oh, oh !|—interesting to him, at 
any rate, if not to the hon. Baronet’s 
friends-—he was surprised to hear the 
hon. Baronet adduce the German cam- 
paign against France as having some kind 
of parallelism with this South African 
war. He talked of the number 
of wounded after the battle of 
Gravelotte, and  Mars-la-Tours, and 
said that the Germans were perfectly 
capable of dealing with them. But the 
Germans were in the middle of a network 
of railways thoroughly equipped with 
rolling stock. The difference was enor- 
mous. Let the Committee remember 
that the whole of this question was a 
question of transport. If it had not been 
for the length of the lines of transport 
these difficulties would never have arisen. 
It was true that something had been said 
about the hospital at Cape Town, where 
the difficulties were not the same as up 
country ; but he thought that that was 
the weakest part of the case made out by 
the hon. Member for Westminster. He 
found some defects in the hospital at 
Cape Town, but these defects were in 
consequence of the removal of some of 
the staff in order to cure the defects 
further up the line. The hon. Member 
said that there were not enough orderlies, 
but that was because they had been re- 
moved from Cape Town to Bloemfontein, 
and they were being replaced from day to 
day by constant arrivals from England. 
With regard to the camp at Maitland, he 
really thought the hon. Member had made 
out no case at all. It was a camp of con- 
valescents, and in the instance the hon. 
Member gave the sergeant in charge appa- 
rently did not recognise that a man with 
a high pulse and a high temperature had 
fever, and did not get the man removed. 
He did not think that it followed that 
because a man had a high temperature 
it was at all necessary to remove him. 
He would rather take the opinion of the 
hon. Member for Ilkeston than that of 
the hon. Member for Westminster; in 
fact he should as soon have that of the 
sergeant. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: What I 
did was to secure the attendance of a 
doctor to see this man. The arrange- 


ments of the convalescent huts provided | 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts’ Charges. 160 


' for the patients being left in the hands of 
an untrained sergeant. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Quite 0 - 
but if he were ina convalescent camp, 
and the hon. Member came to him and 
said, “ Your temperature is high, and [ 
will send for a doctor,” he might reply, 
“That might be another danger to what 
I am already in.” This debate had been 
long but useful. His belief was that in 
no previous campaign of which there was 
any record had there been so little un- 
necessary loss of life, either from wounds 
or sickness, as in this. That was hig 
deliberate belief, and he was an entirely 
independent person, and had endeavoured 
to inform himself of all the facts of the 
case. Of course he understood that other 
people might arrive at a contrary impres- 
sion. What he wished to point out was 
that the hon. Member for Westminster 
went out to South Afmeca not as a com- 
missioner, or even as a Member of this 
House, because he was acting against the 
rules of the House when he went out 
there without permission. He went out, 
he was sure, for the very best of motives 
and intentions, and he was certain that 
the hon. Member’s efforts and all that he 
said to-night would result in good. But 
the chief result would be the bringing 
home the conviction that in this war, 
at any rate, the War Office had 
done about as well as they could, and the 
medical staff as well as could be expected. 
The hon. Member having gone to the seat 
of war not in a scientific or official capa- 
city, but as a war correspondent, it was 
his duty to find out remarkable cases and 
bring them before the public in his paper. 
He said to himself, “If I can find any 
evil case in connection with the Medical 
Department it will be my duty to paint 
it in the strongest colours and bring it be- 
fore the British public.” [HoN. MEMBERS : 
Oh, oh !] He thought if hon. Members 
consulted the editor of a newspaper they 
would tind that that was the view the 
editor would take. Well, the hon. Mem- 
ber had told them that in his opinion the 
fault was not so much here as in South 
Africa. If that were so, what was the 
case against the Government? But if it 
was in South Africa, with whom was the 
fault? Was it with Lord Roberts? 
Scarcely, he thought. Was it with the 
Royal Army Medical Department ? There 
again, if the Government sent out a suffi- 
cient number of orderlies, nurses, and 
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doctors, surely they should not be held | soldier would hear of the debate that 
responsible for failure. Therefore he! night. [Hon. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!] 
thought that the argument against the Yes, because he would feel that it was he 
Government had most completely failed. | who had been attacked. [Hon. MEm- 
It must be remembered that a general in| BERS: No, no!] Lord Roberts would be 
the field had first of all to look to the | as well aware as he was that the discre- 
safety of his army, including the sick and | tion of taking or leaving more ammuni- 
wounded ; for unless he provided a tion, or more doctors, more food for the 
sufficient supply of food and ammunition | Army, or more orderlies rested with him, 
the whole army, including the sick! and with him alone, and he would feel 
and wounded, would otherwise be ex- that in the arrangements as between 
posed to destruction. Undoubtedly, | military necessities and medical necessi- 
however sad and melancholy it might | ties he was alone responsible. If there 
be to make the revelation, the claims | was one general in the British Army who 
of the wounded and the sick must! was more keenly anxious that the sick 
come next to that vital necessity. The | and the wounded should be cared for it 
hon. Member said that there might be a| was, without doubt, that distinguished 
reasonable inroad on military exigencies. | soldier ; and he thought it would not be 
Who was to be the judge of that reason- | without pain that he would read some of 
able inroad ? Who but the general in the | the speeches made that night. [Ironical 
field? He alone could tell the necessities | cries of ‘“Hear, hear.”} Another order of 
of the Army. Nobody else could say | suggestion had been made by the hon. 
what road he had to take, what dangers' Member for Ilkeston. On the one hand 
he would have to encounter, what the | the Royal Army Medical Department was 
enemy he would have to meet; and.no denounced as incapable. He did not 
person who went out from this country think they were incapable ; neither was 
without a knowledge of all strategic that the charge made by the hon. Member 
necessities could tell what was a reason- for Westminster, who said that there were 
able inroad on military exigencies. If) not enough members of that corps to fill 
they did not leave that to the general,| the proper places for them. That 
they might just as well take the whole’ was not a _ charge of incapacity. 
army from him. The hon. Member for The hon. Member for Ilkeston had 
Westminster complained insistently of the | offered to go out as a commissioner at 
delay at Bloemfontein. Who was to be the beginning of the war—a most 
the judge of that? The hon. Member patriotic offer—-but he did not know 
himself Nobody but the Commander- | whether, if he had gone out, he would 
in-Chief. [Hon. Mempers: No, no!]/ have met the circumstances of the case. 
Yes, that was part of the case. There Did the hon. Member suppose that if he 
was too much delay ; military exigencies had gone out to South Africa at the 
were too much considered. The point of | beginning of October the difficulties of 
the case was that there was not a sufficient transport would have been less, that Lord 
number of orderlies. That wasa question | Roberts would have taken a different view 
of transport. There was an inadequate of the relative necessities of the military 
supply of medical comforts and appliances. and medical exigencies? The hon. 
That also was a question of transport. It Member suggested that there had been 
might perfectly well be that in a long too much cheeseparing in regard to the 
train of wagons room might have been | Royal Army Medical Department, but it 
found for another wagon with these medi-| seemed to him that if there was one 
cal comforts and appliances. But who was Department more than another which had 
to decide that ? Surely the general in the | been absolutely spoiled it was the Royal 
field. They were not going to judge here Army Medical Department. They had 
in Whitehall or Pall Mall as to whether | received increased pay, increased allow- 
another wagon could be added toa long ances, and glorified titles. The view 
train. It would be absolutely impossible. which the hon. Member for Ilkeston took 
That was a matter that must be left abso- | of a camp was that it should consist of a 
lutely to the discretion of the general, and | medical officer with a few gentlemen to 
that general was the man to whom they | provide interesting cases. [Hon. MEm- 
must look with the utmost confidence. i BERS: Oh, oh!] He was putting it in 
Now, in regard to Lord Roberts, it was a strong way in order to let hon. Gentle- 
not without pain that that distinguished | men opposite understand what he meant. 
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His belief was, first of all that there 
never was a campaign, considering all 
the conditions, considering the length 
and imperfect nature of the lines of 
communication, and considering the rapid 
advance and the changes of plans, in 
which the wounded and sick were so well 
looked after. Moreover, he would add 
that, considering the enormous interests 
at stake, considering the activity, the 
numbers, and bravery of the enemy, 
although one could not but be sorry for 
those who had lost their lives, the wonder 
was not that the number of those who 
had lost their lives by bullet and disease 
had been so large, but that it had 
been so small—a smaller number, in fact, 
than we had lost in a single battle in 
campaigns of far less importance. This 
debate had shown to him, as an out- 
side and impartial observer, that Her 


Majesty’s Government had _ been scarcely | 
| Government have cast the responsibility 


impugned ; certainly no case had been 
made out against them. The case sug- 
gested against the authorities at the Cape 
was of the slightest, and the other and 
larger case suggested against Lord 
Roberts, that he had attached too much 
importance to the military exigencies com- 
pared with the medical, had broken down. 
Her Majesty’s Government were to be 


congratulated upon having given the hon. | 


Member the opportunity of bringing this 
question forward. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon) : 
Hon. Members on this side of the House 
have been accused of treating this ques- 
tion with levity. Thisis a matter in 
which there has been considerable human 


suffering, and in which there has been | 


the loss of very valuable lives, and when 
so skilled a debater as the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn is reduced to such an 
expedient in order to defend this case, 
then I think we may come to a fair con- 
elusion as to what the character of that 
case must be. The hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn has said, and said truly, 
that Lord Roberts has been attacked ; 
but I should like to ask by whom 
Lord Roberts has been attacked? The 
charges brought by the hon. Mem- 


ber for Westminster have not even been | 
The speech of the Under | allude to is Mr. Julian Ralph, and yet we 
_are told that the responsibility does not 
No | rest upon Her Majesty’s Government, who 
about | have sent an abundance and even a super- 
up | fluity of stores to Cape Colony. 


challenged. 
Secretary for War was simply by way 
of confession and _ avoidance. 
one who knows anything 

the circumstances has got 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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and challenged the accuracy of a single 
statement made by the hon. Member fer 
Westminster. The hon. and _ gallant 
Member for Central Sheffield, who 
delivered a very remarkable speech a 
few minutes ago, and whose experience 
and military position give his opinions 


‘considerable weight in everything he 


says in matters of this character, 
practically added the weight of his ex- 
perience to the indictment which was 
drawn up by the hon. Member for West- 
minster. What is the defence of the 
Under Secretary of State for War! It 
amounts to this—that everything that 
was asked for by Lord Roberts was given 
him. What does that mean? It means 
that the responsibility does not rest with 
the Government. The facts are admitted. 
The Government admit this terrible array 
of facts, and, therefore, the inference we 
are called upon to draw is that the 


for what has happened upon Lord Roberts 
and Lord Kitchener. The hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn is perfectly right, for 
there has been an attack upon Lord 
Roberts — and a very mean attack — 
but the attack has not come from 
Members on this side of the House, 
but from those who ought to de- 
fend Lord Roberts. ‘These facts have 
been corroborated by perfectly indepen- 
dent testimony. I see in papers which 
hitherto supported the policy 
throughout — in facet, 
who have done their very best to promote 
this war—letters from war correspondents 
not merely corroborating the case of the 
hon. Member for Westminster, but making 
even more serious charges. Take what 
has appeared to-day in what I will call a 
very well-known jingo paper from one of 
its correspondents at the front—and it is 
rather significant that this correspondent 
never made these charges until he came 
home. When he was at the front and 
had to get his messages passed by the 
censor he confined himself to attacks upon 


' the Boers, but when he comes home what 


does he say ? He says that all the time he 
was at Bloemfontein he was haunted by 
the horror of the neglect and cruelty to 
the sick. He writes a good deal more of 
the same category. The correspondent I 
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does this correspondent say with regard | endure the terrible vista of suffering 


to Natal? He says that he heard there | 
of a case where a private citizen supplied | 
bandages to one of the hospitals in Cape. 
Town. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: How can the hon. | 


Member reconcile that statement with the 


fact stated in the telegram I have read to | 


the Committee asking us tu stop sending 
surgical material ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I can only 
reconcile it by saying that it is a Daily 
Mail statement. Besides, I do not think 
that that is a sufficient answer, because 
the whole case of the hon. Member 


for Westminster is that even if those | 


appliances were at Cape Town they 
did not get to the 
wounded, either through the red tape or 
insufficient staff. The hon. Member has 


not challenged the accuracy of the state- | 
I do not suggest that what the | 


ments. 
Under Secretary for War has stated is net 
a fact ; but if is true it rather strengthens 
the case of the hon. Member for West- | 
minster that, although there was such a 
quantity of bandages there, they were | 
not supplied to the sick and wounded 
in the hospitals. There is another case 


which comes from Birmingham, and I 


need hardly state that, therefore, on the 
face of it, it bears the stamp .of truth. 
It is the case of a Birmingham soldier 
who was invalided home, and he says that 
he frequently saw naked 
delirious state wandering about on cold 
nights, and that he himself had to wait 
seven or eight hours before he could get a 
drink of water, and that although he was 
in the hospital twenty-one days he never 
saw a nurse. 
which are in the 
criticising Her Majesty’s Government, | 
because statements of that kind must be 
open to suspicion. Here is a statement 


made in another paper which supports the | 


war. It asserts that an officer under | 
Lord Methuen had _ stated that our | 
soldiers were absolutely tortured to death | 
by unnecessary jolting. These are rather 
significant statements followi ing the 
attacks which have been made upon the 
Boers, and the inhumanity and the bar- 
barity of the Boer ambulances, which 
have proved to be so superior to our own 
that many of our wounded have preferred 
to be captured by the Boers rather than 


sick and the’ 


men in a, 


I do not quote from papers | 
habit of adversely | 


which they saw before them in the 
British ambulance. That statement was 
made on the authority of. the 
| Daily Express. After all, these state- 
ments are not challenged by Lord 
Roberts. I have read his letters very 
‘carefully, and the facts are practically 
admitted by the Under Secretary fo 
War, and by Lord Roberts as well. There 
is the case of the Welsh hospital. When 
| it reached Capetown it could not get to. 
the front for days for lack of transport. 
| The most crying necessity existed for it 
at the front, but they could not get it 
there. At last this hospital was sent off 
in charge of someone at Cape Town, who 
did not know how to put up the hospital, 
and the major in charge had to do the 
work himself, because the men supplied 
at Cape Town did not know how to fix up 
the tents. The result there has been 
| deplorable. Professor Jones, who volun- 
teered to go to the front, who is one of 
the finest men Wales has produced, is 
dead, and one or two other members of 
his staff died, very largely through the 
defective arrangements. These are the 
| complaints which have come home from 
‘that quarter. These are the kind of com- 
plaints that have come from all directions, 
and I think they deserve something more 
than the consideration which they have 
received to-night from several hon. Mem- 
| bers on the other side. I venture to 
sav that the one great lesson of the 
whole of this business is that it has 
brought home to the people of this 
country the inevitable horrors of war. 
There is nothing which struck me more 
in the eloquent speech of the Under 
Secretary for War than what he said in 
| his opening statement to the effect that 
all this human suffering was inevitable. 
If it was inevitable, I wonder whether 
| the Colonial Secretary knew it during his 
| negotiations with the Transvaal? I can- 
| not believe that any man with all this 
vista of suffering in front of him would 
have proceeded with the recklessness 
which the right hon. Gentleman has. 
shown. All this suffering has taken 
lies for the one-tenth which was “ not 
| worth fighting for.” There is a statement 
in the papers “to-day by Dr. Treves, which 
shows that the whole business has been one 
series of horrible miscalculations. He says 
that at the battle of Colenso instead of 
sixty or seventy wounded they actually 
had 800. This is an illustration of th 


| 
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miscalculation which has dogged the foot- 
steps of this war from the very outset. 
How is it that there is an insufficiency 
of medical appliances? We now 
have plenty of bandages, doctors, 
and nurses, although we did not have 
them at the critical moment. And why! 
Because the Government sent out an 
army of 50,000 men to accomplish a task 
which they now admit 220,000 is not 
more than sufficient for. Knowing the 
facts, knowing the number of guns and 
the number of the enemy, still they make 
this horrible miscalculation at the be- 
ginning. If 50,000 or 60,000 men were 
sufficient, of course the medical appliances 
would be in proportion to the number of 
men. But when it was discovered that 
the force originally sent out was utterly 
inadequate the whole of their arrange- 
ments absolutely broke down, transport 
and all. [Cries of “No,no!”] Itis said 
the facts prove that it is all a question of 


transport. But, after all, transport is a 
question of arrangement weeks and 


months beforehand. Similar statements 
to this made in the course of this debate 
have been received with laughter, but let 
me point out that in an answer given by 
the Under Secretary of State for War, he 
stated this was a matter of weeks. Lord 
Roberts complained of the insufficiency 
of locomotives and rolling-stock. Of 
course you cannot get locomotives and 
rolling-stock in three weeks. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is a matter of 
nine months. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: My case is 
that if there was an insufficiency of 
transport it is not a question of weeks 
but of months, and according to the 
Under Secretary it is a question of nine 
months. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: They had to be 
constructed on the broad gauge. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I know that 
rolling stock of any other gauge would 
be perfectly useless. The whole business 
is one of miscalculation. The diplomacy 
was miscalculated, thearrangementsfor che 
war were miscalculated, and you miscalcu- 
lated the resisting powers of the Boers or 
whether they would resist at all. There 
has been a complete want of knowledge of 
local circumstances. 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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| which strikes. me as very remarkable in 


‘date of the advance ? 


There is one thing | 
| 
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the speech.of the hon. Member for West- 
minster. He asked,. when it was a. 
question of saving so many human lives, 
what difference would a day make in the- 
That question was 
received with hilarious and contemptuous 
laughter by the Leader of the House 
and the Under Secretary for War and 
by another great military authority. 
must say that I fail to see why they 
laughed at such a question. There was 
evidently a great hurry to get to Pretoria. 
It was to be captured by a certain date, 
on which the war was to be declared at an 
end. Of course, I will not say that it 
had anything to do with the General 
Election. I should not have made that 
suggestion except for the fact that no one 
doubts in this House that the lives of the 
troops have been sacrificed in Natal and 
in other places to political exigencies. 
a of “Oh,. oh!”] I repeat that the 
ives of our troops have been sacrificed to. 
political exigencies. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Horrible !}_ But anyone who reads the 
despatches must come: to that conclusion. 
There were sacrifices of this description at 
the Modder River in the great hurry that 
was shown to relieve Kimberley. It was 
recklessness with regard to human suffer- 
ing and the loss of human life which led 
to the war, and that is at the bottom of 
all this series of disasters which have so: 
impressed the country, and for exposing 
which the country owes a deep debt of 
gratitude to the hon. Member for West- 
minster. 


Me. A. Ji. BALFOUR: I am not, I 
think, in the habit of using strong: 
language in this House, but I deliberately 
say that in all my experience of our 
debates in this House I have never heard 
a more discreditable speech 





Smr WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): I rise to order. I 
wish to know whether it is Parliamentary. 
for the right hon. Gentleman to say that 
an hon. Member has made a discreditable: 
speech. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN:: I do not see any- 
thing unparliamentary in the expression, 
which I have heard frequently used om 
both sides of the House. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: [ do. not 


object. at all, Mr. Lowther. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the | 


interruption of the hon. Baronet was 
wholly unnecessary. I repeat that in all 
my political experience I have never 
heard a more discreditable speech than 
the one which has fallen from the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon. He was not 
content with deliberately suggesting that 
the Secretary for the Colonies had, for his 
own purposesand with an utterdisregard for 
the sufferings of other people, rushed the 
country into this war; but he went on to 
say that the lives of our soldiers in Natal, 
in the Orange Free State, and in the 
Transvaal had been deliberately sacrificed 
for political objects—— 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Hear, hear! 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Meaning by that, 
obviously, that the generals in the field— 
spurred on, we must assume, by directions 
from home—had engaged in military 
operations not otherwise justifiable, not 
in themselves humane, but prompted 
solely by political exigencies 





Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : Hear, hear ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not sully 
my lips by saying that that is wholly un- 
true. I do not stoop to defend either my 
colleagues or myself from insinuations of 
that kind; but I say for a Member of 
this House to accuse our generals of being 
the tools of party, of being men prepared 
to see their soldiers unnecessarily 
butchered before their eyes, or subjected 
to untold tortures to please a body of 
politicians at home—for that is what the 
hon. Member said—I say that to ade- 
quately characterise such a statement as 
that the word “ discreditable ” is utterly 
inadequate ; and if I could use a stronger 
expression which would be consistent with 
our Parliamentary manners I should un- 
doubtedly make use of it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I never made 
any charge [Cries of “Oh!”] Will you 
kindly wait until I finish what I am about 
to say? I never made any charge against 
our generals. The charge I brought was 
against politicians, and I adhere to it. 
But the allegation of my having made a 
charge against the generals in the field is 
absolutely untrue. Whatever orders the 
generals in the field got they were per- 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will not ex- 
| press my opinion at greater length in re- 
gard to the speech of the hon. Member, 
and I turn to other Members who carried 
on this controversy with little actual fair- 
ness to the Government, but certainly 
with no desire, I believe, to misrepresent 
the Government or the actions of our 
officers in the field. I regret the nature 
of some of the attacks which fell from my 
hon. friend the Member for Westminster: 
—attacks not dwelt upon at any length, 
but which, I think, were insinuations or 
suggestions that might with advantage: 
have been left alone. There were two 
which specially remain in my mind. One 
was against the newspaper correspondents 
in the field, because he distinctly implied 
that these gentlemen, on whom we so 
largely rely for our information, doctored 
that informstion for the purposes of their 
own newspaper, or in order to maintain 
favour with the authorities at the front. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: As far as 
I can remember, I most distinctly deny 
that I ever charged the correspondents 
with doctoring their information for any 
purpose. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: My hon. friend 
did say that we could not absolutely trust 
the statements of the correspondents in 
the field, because they had a strong motive 
for making their reports agreeable. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS : I made a 
very long speech, but I believe that I am 
in the recollection of the Committee when 
I repeat that what I said was that a 
correspondent could not cable owing to 


' the censor, and that if he wrote home he 
‘was open to the danger of whatever he 


wrote being cabled back within two and 
a half weeks, and that then I did not 


‘envy the position in which he was 


placed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It may be my 
own denseness, but I certainly interpret 
the statement which my hon. friend has 
just repeated as carrying with it the 
suggestion that a correspondent would 
not write letters of that kind because he 
should have a very unenviable lot if he 
did write them. That is all I suggest. 


fectly justified in carrying out. [tis a|[An Hon. Memper: You said “ doc- 


lie. 


_tored.”} 


m7 
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Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: There is a 


difference between silence and misrepre- 


sentation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have many 
other important ma‘‘ers to deal with. 
There is only one other observation of my 
hon. friend of an incidental character to 
which I wili call attention, and that is 
his suggestion that the tradition which he 


represents as having been in force some | 


time ago among soldiers to be afraid of 
the hospital authorities was one which 
still had some force. I am sorry my hon. 
friend made that suggestion. I believe it 
to be wholly unfounded. All the infor- 
mation which has reached me, from what- 
ever source, shows that the soldiers, 
whether there has been a_ sufficient 
amount of medical attention or not, at all 
events have appreciated, from the begin- 
ning to the end of those unhappy military 
operations, the unvarying kindness of the 
doctors and other attendants, and I am 


sorry that my hon. friend should 
have made a suggestion which must 


cause the greatest pain to those who 
have devoted themselves to the sick and 
wounded. I now pass to the main sub- 
stance of the attacks which have been 
made to-night. Those attacks may be 
divided into the attacks on Her Majesty’s 
Government and the attacks on Lord 
Roberts. The attacks on Her Majesty’s 
Government are evidently what really 
animates hon. Gentlemen opposite. They 
want to extract from this episode, and 
from my hon. friend’s letter, material for 
a party ‘fight. I make no such suggestion 
against the only hon. Gentleman who has 
spoken from the Front Bench opposite ; 
but those who have heard the speech we 
have just listened to, and other speeches 
which have preceded it, will not 
for a moment suggest that my statement 
is overcoloured. Unfortunately, it is 
impossible in this debate, with the best 
will in the world, to strike an effective 
blow at Her Majesty’s Government with- 
out striking that blow through Lord 
Roberts, and that is the real perplexity in 
which debaters of the class of the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Carnarvon 
have found themselves from beginning to 
end in this matter. My hon. friend 
whose letter to Zhe Times started this 
debate has himself reiterated over and 


over again that, so far as his observation | 
and his knowledge of the facts are con- | 
cerned, he does not believe that any defi- 


{COMMONS} 


' those stores 


ciency is to be traced to an insufficient 
supply of medical stores at headquarters, 
With the supply of an adequate number 
of men and an adequate amount of 


| medical stores in South Africa it is evi- 
‘dent that the direct responsibility of Her: 


Majesty’s Government ends, and must 
end, and afterwards that it rests with the 
military authorities on the spot to use 
and those men to the best 
advantage. And if the amount of 
medical stores and the men be sufficient, 
the only question we have got to ask is 
whether those men and those stores have, 
after they arrived in South Africa, been 
used to the best purpose by the autho- 
rities on the spot. I do not believe that 
it has been seriously asserted by anybody 
that an insufficient amount of medical 
stores has been sent. Directly we come 
face to face and close with the facts, it all 
turns on the question of transport, and 
that was admitted by—in fact, it was 
part of the argument of—my hon. friend 
the Member for Westminster. It is, and 
must be, admitted by anyone who has 
heard the facts that we are really ulti- 
mately driven to consider whether or not 
the military authorities—Lord Roberts 
and his subordinates—were well advised 
in using the limited means of transport 
in the way that, as a matter of fact, they 
actually did. That really is the question, 
and therefore you are, and must be, attack- 
ing the military authorities on the spot 
and not the Government at home when 
you deal with the deficiencies, or the 
alleged deficiencies, which have occurred 
at Bloemfontein and elsewhere. And 
that is why I say that, with obviously 
most earnest desire to wound her 
Majesty’s Government, it is the general 
in the field who really has been struck at. 
Let me now, parenthetically, allude to the 
one constructive suggestion I have heard 
in the course of this debate. Most of it, 
as I have said, has been criticism, 
some of it party criticism, but there 
was a suggestion made by the hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for the Ilkeston 
Division which I think is the only contri- 
bution of a constructive character to the 


problem with which we have to deal. 


The hon. Gentleman suggests that there 
ought to have been a kind of rov ing com- 
mittee of independent medical men who 
should, in his own phrase, stand between 
the military medical authorities and the 
generals in the field. I do not think I 
misrepresent his views. Was ever such 
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a proposal made for rendering impotent 
an army in the field? As I understand 
the hon. Gentleman, Lord Roberts is to 
say to this roving consultative medical 
committee, “I mean to make a rapid 
march through the country, covering 
such and such a distance, and I shall be 
able to take with me only such and such 
an amount of medical stores.” 
thereupon the medical committee will say, 
“Tf you do that a great many of the 
soldiers will remain without adequate 
medical comforts and with an insufficient 
number of medical attendants, and, in the 
must ask 


name of humanity, we 
yor to march a little slower.” 


I really cannot imagine anything which 
would at once more effectually dislocate 
both our military arrangements and our 
medical arrangements, and, whacever 
shortcomings there may be in the present 
system, the hon. Gentleman will allow me 
to say, with all respect, that that system 
is much better than the one he recom- 
mended. Before leaving the hon. Gentle- 
man, may I make one other observation 
on a matter on which he speaks with far 
greater authority to the Committee than I 
can pretend to. He has discussed, with 
all the knowledge of a great doctor, the 
amount of mortality which ought to 
attend this outbreak of typhoid —a 





mortality, let me remind the Com- 
mittee, of 21 per cent. of the cases, 
and admittedly lower than the 


mortality in such cases in any war in 
which we have ever been engaged, and 
lower, I believe, than in any waz in which 
any other Power has ever been engaged. 
{An Hon. MemBer:No!] Yes, I believe 
so; and comparing favourably not only 
with the mortality among soldiers in time 
of war, but with that among soldiers at 
home in time of peace, with the use of every 
possible medical appliance. Then the hon. 
Gentleman comes and stakes his medical 
reputation on the statement that if there | 
had been proper medical attention and 
appliances the mortality might have been 
reduced from 21 to 12 per cent. Iam 
glad to think the hon. Gentleman’s 
medical reputation is far too solidly based 
to be upset even by such a wild hypo- 
thesis, otherwise I should really be 
tempted to say he was indulging in the 
most extravagant imaginary statistics. 
Remember, the soldier in the field | 
is at the time of life when a’ 
man is most susceptible to typhoid. 
The ordinary statistics in populations in | 


And | 
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civil life give 15, 16, or 17 per cent., 
including infants, who do not usually 
succumb to the disease, and, of course, the 
percentage presents a much more favour- 
able result than when it is applied to men 
in the prime of life at the most susceptible 
age. If we at home with our hospitals 
and appliances cannot reduce the mortality 
among soldiers below 21 per cent., is it 
not straining our faith in the hon. Gentle- 
man’s ability to ask us to believe that the 
percentage could be reduced to 12 among 
soldiers on service? I cannot really 
believe that the hon. Gentleman will, on 
reflection, adhere to his conjecture. I 
have said this is really an attack upon 
Lord Roberts and his staff, and that state- 
ment met with expressions of disfavour 
from the other side. But the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean said deliberately, if I do not mis- 
interpret him, that the military authori- 
ties should have managed their transport 
so as to bring up more medical supplies. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I do not 
deny that. I stated that I agreed with 
what had been said on that point by the 
hon. Member for Westminster, that under 
the circumstances of the case what had 


“been done by the Germans at the moment 


of greatest pressure before Metz was 
equally open to Lord Roberts. 


Mr. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Baronet not only says it on his own great 
authority, but also on that of the hon. 
Member for Westminster. That, then, is 
an attack on Lord Roberts and _ his staff, 
and nothing else. The whole question is 
one of transport, avowedly one of trans- 
port. If there could have been tents, 
doctors, nurses, medical supplies brought 
up to Bloemfontein with the desired 
speed, these things would not have 
occurred, and they occurred because 
the transport was not supplied. The 
hon. Member for Ilkeston says an 
outbreak of typhoid should have been 
foreseen and provided for. Well, it was 
foreseen, but how could it be provided 
for? How could we provide for an out- 
break of typhoid when we could scarcely 
get to Bloemfontein the necessary sup- 
plies for the Army? I should almost be 
ashamed to labour the point after the 
brilliant speech of the Under Secretary 
for War, but it has been systematically 
disregarded all through.. Has the Com- 
mittee the least notion of how narrow 
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was the margin of supplies on which | 


iLord Roberts made his phenomenal and 
historical march 4 
“of the war, the rapid and effectual success 
of the war, turned upon the extreme 
rapidity of Lord Roberts’s movements. 
So rapid was his advance that on one 
occasion we know as a fact from Lord 
Roberts that fora few hours he was in 
serious anxiety about the supplies of food 
and ammunition requisite for the existence 
of his army. 
think, upon his getting into Johannesburg; 
but all through his march he was working 
-on the very narrowest margin ; men were 
sleeping in the open air night after night 
because tents had not come up, and the 
supply of provisions was the smallest 
compatible with safety. It was therefore 
impossible, fighting and marching at the 
rate he did, that he could have all the 
comforts and conveniences of a London 
hospital, or even the comforts of a 
hospital at the base ; and, therefore, pre- 
paration at Bloemfontein was impossible. 
It could not be done. You may say 
what you like about the outbreak of 
‘fever, no amount of prevision would have 
‘prevented what happened in consequence 
of the difficulties of transport, and the 
difficulties of transport alone. I want to 
know whether the House thinks that 
anything is seriously gained by criticising 
in this way the decisions of generals in 
the field ? My hon. friend the Member 
for Westminster brought forward 
many cases which came — under 
his own personal observation of 
hardships, deplorable and lamentable, to 
the wounded at Bloemfontein and after- 
wards at Kroonstad. On the details of 
these statements I should not cast the 
least doubt, but I think we should 
hear what the doctors have to say on the 
other side. My hon. friend had a harrow- 
ing story of eight wounded men left on 
the platform nine hours at Bloemfontein. 
It is a horrible thing to contemplate. It 
makes one’s blood run cold. But before 
we condemn the doctors—and I suppose 
they were the responsible persons for that 
at Bloemfontein—I think we ought to hear 
their case, and the more so as it is mani- 


festly difficult to get at the truth in these | 
My hon. friend said the hos- | 


matters. 
pital at Cape Town was built opposite 
the mouth of an open sewer. 


‘hon. friend is mistaken. At all events it 
-has been contradicted on high authority. 


_Mr. Balfour. 


Recollect, the success | 


The actual occasion was, I , 


I am told | 
that that is a statement in which my | 


It is evident with regard to this particular 
case of the eight men left on the plat- 
form at Bloemfontein that we must have, 
and ought to have, the justification, if 
justification there be, of the local authori- 
ties ; we ought to hear what the other 
side has to say before we pass an indis- 
criminate opinion. I[t is quite clear that 
the House is not capable with the infor- 
mation now before it of dealing with the 
details of the situation. I pass to the 
broad issue I wish to lay before the 
House, which is whether we should con- 
demn the general in the field. [Cries of 
“No, no!”] What is the use of saying 
“No, no” when the hon. Baronet admits 
that I have not misrepresented him ? 
When it is admitted, it may please hon. 
Gentlemen to allow me to make my state- 
ment without these interruptions. The 
broad issue is whether we should con- 
demn the general in the field—{Cries of 
“No, no!”|—for making his military 
arrangements so that necessarily for a 
short period there was an_ insufficient 
supply of medical comforts, whether we 
are to insist that he shall limit the sphere 
of his operations, check the rapidity of 
his movements, dull the strength of his 
blow in order that there shall be nota 
moment’s delay in tending the wounded. 
Sir, that is not war or humanity, nor the 
way to be successful in military opera- 
tions, nor the way to save human life. If 
there is one truth more surely learnt than 
another ir military history it is to bring 
war to a rapid conclusion and limit the 
inevitable human suffering by striking 
rapidly and hard, even though the 
immediate result may be momentary 
loss of human life. For my part 
I cannot imagine a _ worse lesson 
to teach the generals of this 
country than that whenever, by the 
exceeding rapidity of their operations, 
these sufferings are caused they are to be 
the subject of comment in Parliament 
and used as the counters of politicians 
like the hon. Member for the Carnarvon 
Boroughs, and that their credit and 
honour is to be made the plaything of 
contending parties. I hope the House 
will never lend itself willingly to this 
procedure. Let hon. Members attack 
the Government as much as they like. 
We are accustomed to it; it is our trade 
to listen to these comments, and we do so 
with the utmost philosophy. But do not 
let the House lend itself to attacks which, 
under the guise of attacks on the Govern- 
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ment, are attacks on generals in the field, 


and by attacking generals in the field sap | 


the very foundatiens of our military 
strength. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): In the few words, 
Mr. Lowther, which I shall address to the 
Committee, I hope I shall be able to 
maintain a somewhat calmer temper than 
has been exhibited throughout the course 
of the somewhat long harangue 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not “long.” 
Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


The speeches of the right hon. Gentleman 
never seem long, but this one did seem 
longer than usual in consequence of the 
high tone that was maintained. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman began his speech 
by rebuking my hon. friend the Member 
for Carnarvon for having made a “ dis- 
creditable” speech. Without applying 
such an epithet as that applied to the 
speech of my hon. friend, I think the 
manner in which the right hon. Gentleman 
at least commenced his observations was 
not worthy of him or the House or the 
occasion which has created the debate. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that it is 
an attack on Her Majesty’s Gcvernment 
which really animates us, and [ am not at 
all surprised to find that that sentiment 
was largely endorsed by the Secretary for 
the Colonies, for he gives us no credit 
whatever for any sympathy with suffering, 
no credit for a desire for an inquiry into 
what amount of faulty proceedings there 
may be in relation to the treatment of 
the sick and wounded in South Africa. 


According to the right hon, Gentleman | 


we do not share at all the anxiety, the 
thrilling feelings which the people of this 
country have experienced by the reve- 
lations made by the hon. Member for 
Westminster. We have no feelings, 
apparently, of that kind ; our one squalid 
idea is to attack, rightly or wrongly, 
Her Majesty’s Government. The 
right hon. Gentleman thinks that in 
a debate of this nature, originated 
in the manner to which I shall allude 
presently, it is worthy of his position as 
Leader of the House to make such an 
imputation. I have said I would refer to 
the circumstances in which this debate | 
has arisen. How has it arisen? The 
hon. Member for Westminster published 
the letter in Zhe Times to which such | 
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‘the sole 
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That 
letter so deeply moved public opinion 
that a number of us felt obliged to ask 
simple questions in order to ascertain 
what the view of the Government was 
with regard to it, and the right hon. Gen- 
tleman then got up, and what did he say ? 
He did not blame the hon. Member who 
had written this letter. He did not 
blame us fer asking questions on the 
subiec:, but he said that “the matter is 
so serious that the state of things dis- 
closed so rightly calls for inquiry that 
we ourselves will institute an inquiry. 
We will send out a commission.” | Mr. 
3ALFOUR: No.| Did he not say so? 
Then what was the meaning of the indig- 
nation with regard to my hon. friend the 
Member for Ilkestone when he asked 
whether an inquiry would be made ? The 
reply of the right hon. Gentleman was, 
“T said so yesterday.” The right hon. 
Gentleman laid so much stress on this 
inquiry yesterday, he so recognised the 
natural desire of the House of Commons 
to discuss this serious matter, these great 
revelations, that he said, ‘“ We will go out 
of our way and invent a new method by 
bringing in a Supplementary Vote of £5 
in order that the House may discuss the 
subject.” Now he thinks that we forget 
all this, and says that it is we, with the 
world behind, who have invented this 
occasion to get up this attack, this rigged- 
up attack, on the Government. No, Sir, 
the right hon. Gentleman will find, I 
think, when he cools down a little that 
we have a perfect right to discuss this 
matter without having such imputations 
made upon us. 


| frequent reference has been made. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I made no im- 
putation. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I call it an imputation. In a matter of 
this great gravity, of this solemn charac- 
ter, involving as it does the lives and 
deaths and sufferings, or escape from 
suffering, of thousands of our brave 
fellow-countrymen, the right hon. Gentle- 
man will find that we are merely taking 
an opportunity which he gave us, and 
that we are not really animated by 
desire to have a_ good 
party attack on the Government. 
The hon. Member whose writings in The 


Times originated the whole of this dis- 


cussion must, I think, be on the whole 
thoroughly satisfied with the proceedings 
G 
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of to-night. I am merely repeating what 
has been said before when I say that not 
one of his allegations, as I understand it, 
not one of the facts he has stated, has been 
disputed, certainly not controverted, on 
the part of Her Majesty’s Government. 
And, therefore, the hon. Member stands in 
this position, that he has disclosed to the 
country a part, at all events, of the truth 
of this great matter, and he has done it 
in such a way that he can receive nothing 
but thanks from the community for doing 
it. Now, Sir, I have heard no reference 
made to-night to two curious passages in 
the paper that was circulated this morn- 
ing. We have heard all along of the hon. 
Member for Westminster and of his papers 
in The Times. But in the War Ottice 
telegram to Lord Roberts the War Office 
say, “ We are receiving private telegrams 
complaining of alleged general breakdown 
in hospitals,” and then they go onto say, 
“A complaint ef your hospitals at the 
front has just come in.” That one com- 
plaint which has just come in was 


obviously a telegram tl 


from the hon. 
Member. But what are the other 
private complaining of a 
general breakdown? We have not heard 
any explanation of those. That telegram 
was sent on Sth June. A good many 
days, and even weeks, elapsed, and on 
20th June the War Oftice, who profess 
to have no knowledge of these mistakes 
and defects pointed out by the hon. 
Member, write, “ We continue to receive 
disquieting reports as to the state of 
hospitals.” We have heard nothing of 
what those disquieting reports, rumours, 
and complaints are. But, at all events, 
they show that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are not indebted only to the hon. 
Member for their information upon the 
subject. But the country at large is. The 


telegrams 


hon. Member’s information came like a | 


thunder-clap upon the country, because 
up to that time we had all been saying 


that, although many departments of the | 
Army administration had surprised the | 


country by their efficiency during this 
war, there was one which had excelled 
all others—namely, the medical depart- 
ment, and the country was under the 
belief that in regard to medical matters 
everything was at its best in the best of 
all possible departments in South Africa. 
The disclosure came as a great blow wpon 
the country. Now, Sir, I cannot alto- 
gether divorce the surprise with which 
these revelations were received from the 


Sir H, Gampbell- Bannerman. 
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| very uneasy feeling which has pervaded a 


large portion, at any rate, of the commu- 
nity, inducing us to doubt whether we were 
receiving really full and true information, 
not only in regard to hospitals, but in 
regard to other matters in South Africa. 
This is the first time, so far as I am 
aware, that this country has engaged in 
a war on anything like this scale under 
the influence of what is called a censor- 
ship. To acensorship applied to purely 
military questions, to a censorship which 
restricts news which may be of a character 
capable of giving undesirable inforraation 
to the enemy, we all willingly bow and 
submit. But when we find, as we do, 
that military censorship applied to politi- 
cal matters, to private letters, to private 
telegrams, how can we fail to have some 
doubt—I will go no further than that 

whether, after all, with all the newspapers 
and teeming intelligence around us, we 
understand really the full facts of the 
case? Now, Sir, the hon. Member's 
allegations have not been disputed nor 
disposed of, as I have said, but merely 
explanations and excuses have been made 
for them. This debate must necessarily 
be incomplete and unsatisfactory, becaus: 
we are not in possession of the facts which 
would enable us as individuals to judge ot 
what has happened. Wedo know certain 
bald facts. We know, for instance, that for 
every one man who has died of his wounds 
in South Africa, two men have died of 
enteric fever. Roughly, I think, that is 
about the proportion. The question we 
have to consider is, generally, was this 
danger of great sickness and enteric fever 
realised and provided for by the Govern- 
ment and by their advisers? My hon. 
friend the Member for Ilkeston has 
related to us the part he took. He sug- 
gested that when you were sending out 
eminent surgeons to see that the surgical 
treatment of the wounded was properly 
conducted, you ought not tohave neglected 
the weightier matter of sending out emi- 
nent physicians to advise as to matters 
affecting the sick. The right hon. Gentle- 
man made game of my hon. friend’s pro- 
posal. He talked of it as a roving com- 
mission which was to dictate to the 
generals what they were to do. Why 
did he send out surgeons? What is a 
| patriotic act in a surgeon cannot be quite 
| @ crime in a physician. With regard to 
| fe general question, we have evidence 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


on all hands that the probability of a 
great prevalence of this particular dis- 
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order was known to every one acquainted 
with the circumstances of South Africa. 
The right hon. baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean quoted from the Army 


Medical Report an account given last year | 


of the liability of Ladysmith and that 
quarter to this particular disease. We 
want to know whether that danger was 
fully realised. The Under Secretary says 
that it was. Then was it fully pro- 
vided for? We do not know, and we can- 
not know until this inquiry takes place. The 
second question is this—whether, during 
those weeks of waiting at Bloemfontein 
everything was done that could be done. 
The first epidemic was incubated else- 
where ; but there has been a second out- 
break since. Was not each of these 
attacks capable of being guarded against, 
or the results modified, by certain steps 
which might have been taken’? The 
Under Secretary says that Lord Roberts’s 
first duty was to feed the large army 
under him, and that then he had to accumu- 
late stores as well as he could to keep 
them during their rapid advance. I sup- 
pose that the supply of nurses and orderlies 
would come afterwards. Some of us are 
not sure that they should have come 
afterwards. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [did not say they 
must come after accumulation. I said 
they must come after bare subsistence. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
That isa military matter. If they could 


come before accumulation of stores, it dis- 
poses of all your argument. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I beg the right 


hon. Gentleman’s pardon. You must pre- 
pare fifteen days subsistence for the 
advance, or you cannot make it. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
That is obviously a matter of opinion 
and judgment. The right hon. Gentle- 
m.n says that we are condemning 
Lord Roberts. I say that I do not con- 
demn Lord Roberts, because I have not 
knowledge enough to pronounce an 
opinion on the subject. That is precisely 
one of those subjects with which this in- 
quiry, so strongly promisedand so eagerly 
expected, must occupy itself. Apart from 
theallegationsof the hon. Member for West- 


on 
minster, which no one disputes—I mean 
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the allegations of fact—there is a case 
here of some neglect of ordinary care in 
some quarter. But we are not in a posi- 
tion to apportion the blame which, I 
think, is due to someone. I decline alto- 
gether to attempt to do so with the know- 
ledge that we have. We have two hon. 
Members here who have been to South 
Africa, and they take opposite views of 
the question. But the facts remain—the 
facts witnessed by the hon. Member for 
Westminster remain. The tremendous 
proportion of deaths remain, and they 
are surely sufficient to justify this dis- 
cussion and to point the necessity for this 
inquiry. But Iam indeed surprised to 
find that the right hon. Gentleman said 
nothing definite and positive about this 
committee of inquiry. Perhaps he was 
so much engaged in endeavouring to 
beat the wind and to raise party feeling 
that he forgot it. But it is obvious that 
no time should be lost, if it is not to be a 
sort of South African Committee to in- 
quire after it is too late. It is to be a Com- 
mittee to proceed to the spot and in- 
quire ; and I hepe that that inquiry will be 
thorough and immediate. But there is 
another point. Several hon. Members 
have said that we may draw great lessons 
from all that has happened as to the 
future reorganisation of the Army Medical 
Department, and so forth. That is as to 
the future ; and the state of things dis- 
closed by the hon. Member for West- 
minster is of the past. But what of the 
present? There are 5,000 or 6,000 men 
in the ho spitals at this moment—- [Cries of 
“‘ More !”|—some of them at Cape Town, 
in those hospitals which are independent 
of defective transport, and any faults of 
which cannot be distorted by the most 
ingenious mind into an attack on Lord 
Roberts. Have the Government and the 
War Office taken to heart any lessons 
from what has been disclosed and even 
from what is acknowledged by Lord 
Roberts and themselves to be a state of 
things which existed a few weeks ago ? 
Are ‘they guarding against a repetition of 
such horrors? Are we entitled to feel 
secure, as I hope that we are, that our 
countrymen will not be again exposed to 
that which they have already gone 
through with so much courage and 


endurance ? 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I have two questions I wish to ask the 
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First Lord of the Treasury. My right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition 
has just now urged that a Commission 
should be appointed immediately. 


Adjournment of 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Lord Roberts 


urges it. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Lord Roberts 
only urges that men of common sense 
should be put on the Commission, whom, 
I gathered from his telegram, he did not 
anticipate would be found in this House. 
What I want to ask is, who is going to 
appoint this Commission? The right 
hon. Gentleman and his Government are 
persons concerned ; their conduct is to be 
inquired into. If they are to appoint the 
Commission we know very well what it 


will be. It will be another whitewashing 
Commission. I do not know whether a 


Royal Commission or a Committee, or 
what, is to be appointed ; but whatever it 
is, I think before the gentlemen are 
appointed we ought to have an under- 
standing that their names should be 
submitted tothe House of Commons, and 
that an opportunity should be given for 
some sort of discussion upon them. 
Otherwise, under the circumstances of 
the case, it is perfectly obvious that this 


Commission will give no satisfaction 
either to gentlemen on this side of 


the House or to the public generally. 
I do not know what are the views of the 
hon. Member for Westminster with 
regard to this Commission, which is pro- 
posed in consequence of the charges he 
has made, but I cannot suppose that he 
himself would not wish that the names 
should be submitted to the House and 
some opportunity given to Members of 
the House to suggest that this or that 
gentleman is not, perhaps, quite inde- 
pendent, or that some other gentleman 
should be put on the Committee. It is 
the only possible way in which an inde- 
pendent Commission can be obtained in 
this matter which wil] satisfy the exi- 
gencies of public opinion. It is all very 
well for the right hon. Gentleman to tell 
us he treats all this with philosophical 
calm. The right hon. Gentleman is a 
philosopher, and I have before now said 
that I sit at his feet as regards his 
philosophy ; I believe in his philosophy 
much more than in his politics. But this | 
is not a mere question for philosophers ; 
it is a question for practical men, and we 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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| want practical action in the matter, | 


am bound to say that unless we have 
this Committee or Commission practically 
appointed by both sides of the House 
'the country will not regard it with that 
| philosophical calm upon which my _philo- 
sophical leader prides himself. There 
' must be a full inquiry into the whole of 
| this miserable state of things at Bloemfon- 
| tein which has been revealed to the House 
now, but which has been carefully kept 
secret up till now. You may talk as much 
as you like about the correspondents, and 
say that they are independent. How is 
| it, if the correspondents are independent, 
if they were not afraid of offending the 
powers that be out there, that while they 
were telegraphing and sending letters 
home, giving all sorts of news, some 
true, some false, they did not allude to 
what was going on at Bloemfontein ? If 
it had not been for the fact that, fortu- 
nately for the country, the hon. Member 
for Westminster went there and had the 
courage to reveal in the press what he 
saw, we should know nothing whatever 
about this even now. ‘There is another 
question I wish to ask. The Leader of 
the Opposition read a telegram that has 
been published and put into our hands to- 
day, saying that the War Office were 
receiving telegrams respecting the break- 
down of hospitals. During the debate 
the hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary 
for War said the War Office had been in 
correspondence with the Commander at 
Cape Town, and with the medical heads 
there. The Government promised, in 
giving us the Paper issued to us to-day, 
to lay every fact at their disposal before 
us. They have not done so. Here are 
two things we do not know, and I want 
to know whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man will agree to lay before the House 
this correspondence with the authorities 
at Cape Town. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Resolution agreed to; to be reported 
upon Monday next. Committee also 
report Progress; to sit again upon Mon- 
day next. 


Motion made, and Question, ‘“ That 
this House do now adjourn ”—(Mr. Bal- 
four)—put and agreed to. 


Adjourned at five minutes before 
Twelve of the clock, till Mon- 
day next. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates | 
from the Examiners that the further | 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 
ing Bills have been complied with :— | 

Rochdale Corporation. 

Oldham Corporation. 

Also the Certificate that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill | 
have been complied with :— 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 

(No. 2). 
And also the Certificate that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have net been complied with :— 

West Ham Corporation. 





The same were ordered to lie on the | 
Table. 

WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 

Examiner’s Certificate of non-compli- 
ance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee To- 
morrow. 

WOLVERHAMPTON, ESSINGTON, AND | 
CANNOCK CHASE JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, | 
That it is net expedient to proceed with 
the Bill ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 

BELFAST AND COUNTY DOWN RAIL- 

WAY BILL, 

Committed. 

GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (IRE- 

LAND) BILL. 

Committed. The Committee to be, 

proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL 


‘GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. | 
VOL. LXXXY. [FourtH Sertes.] 


LOCAL 


LOCAL 
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PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Committed to a Committee of the whole 
House. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, 
the opposition thereto having _ been 
withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. The Orders made on the 17th 
and 25th of May last discharged ; and 
Bill committed. 


"BEDFORD GAS BILL. 
Read 3, and passed. 


Business. 


BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
WAY BILL [4.11]. 


HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 


LONDON ELECTRIC LIGHT- 
ING BILL. 


WOODBRIDGE DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


CITY OF 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 
Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


RHEIDOL LIGHT RAILWAY 


BILL. 
Read 3%, with the Amendment, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


VALE OF 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 
Standing Order No. 93 considered 


_ (according to Order), and dispensed with, 
| with respect to a Petition of the Strand 


District Board of Works. 
to present the said Petition. 


Leave given 


BRAY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1¢ ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


NEATH HARBOUR BILL [H.1.]. 


TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [1.1.}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


HOYLAKE AND WEST KIRBY IM- 


PROVEMENT BILL. 
WAKEFIELD CORPORATION MARKET 
BILL. 

Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL. 


ABERDEEN 


H 
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LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN RAIL- | 
WAY BILL. 


SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 
ILFRACOMBE [MPROVEMENT BILL. 


CHARING CROSS AND STRAND ELEC- | 
TRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 


CITY OF ae — POWERS) ; 


BAKER STREET AND 


RAILWAY BILL. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. | 


Report from the Committee of Selection, | 
That the following Lords be proposed to | 
the House to form the Select Committee | 


WATERLOO | 
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INDUSTRIAL TRAINING OF GIRLS. 


| Report to the Local Government Board 
| on the industrial training of girls in the 
separate and district schools in the 
' Metropolitan District, by Miss Ina Stans- 
| feld, assistant inspector. 


IRISH LAND pt ig (JUDICIAL. 
TS) 


| Return for the month of November, 
| 1899. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND), 
Report of the Board: for the year to. 
| “sist March, 1900. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


for the consideration of the said Bills, | 


viz :— 
E. Abingdon. 
E. Rosse (chairman). 
L. Sherborne. 
L. Calthorpe. 
L. Clonbrock ; 


agreed to: and the said Lords appointed | 
The Committee to meet on ‘ 
Thursday next, at Eleven o’clock, and all | 


accordingly. 


Petitions referred to the Committee, with 


leave to the Petitioners praying to be | 


heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the 
Bills. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION , 
(No. 2) BILL [H.1.}. 
in Committee {according to | 
Order). Amendments made. Standing 
Committee negatived. The Report of | 
Amendments to be received To-morrow. 
GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIR- 
MATION BILL [H.L.]. 
Commons Amendment considered (ac- 
cording to Order), and agreed to. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; 


House 


Read 


1*; to be printed; and referred to the | 


(No. 151.) 


examiners, 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY. 


Return respecting (laid before the | 


House on Friday last), to be printed. (No. | 
149.) 


‘of the Militia Ballot, that 
come to a clear understanding as to what 
| conscription means, because the word is 


RATEABLE PROPERTY (ENGLAND 
AND WALES). 
| Return respecting. J.aid before the 
| House (pursuant to Order of 3rd August. 
, last), and to be _ ier (No. 150.) 


MILITIA BALLOT BILL [u.1.]. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*THE EARL. or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
some years.ago I had the honour of dining 
at the Royal “Academy, and a very distin- 
guished literary man was called upon to. 
respond to. the toast of “ Literature.” He 
began by asking, “ What is literature ?” 


| That rather alarmed his audience, but I 


hope your Lordships will not be alarmed 


if I also preface the remarks which I pro- 


pose to make upon the Militia Ballot 
Bill of the Government by asking, 
‘What is conscription?” It is absolutely 
necessary, in considering this question 
we should 


constantly misapplied. Strange to say,, 
those whom one would think would under- 
stand this question best are often those 
who misapply it most, and it really looks. 
| as if they do so purposely in order to give 
‘the Ballot a bad name, and make it stink 
in the nostrils of the people. Let me take 
‘my noble friend the Duke of Devonshire. 
| He is head of the Defence Committee, and 
is certainly a man who ought to know 
what conscription. means, and yet at a 
dinner in honour of Mr. Balfour he made. 
la speech in which he said: “Lord Wemyss. 
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wishes the Government to bring in a 
drastic measure of conscription.” Now, my 
Lords, the last thing in the world that 
I wish to see established is conscription 
in the rightful sense of the term. It is 
not conscription that I want, but the 
ballot. Then, again, the noble Duke spoke 
of a ‘drastic measure,” but the Bill of the 
Government, the Second Reading of which 
I have the high privilege of moving, is, I 
consider, far too drastic, and, although I 
trust your Lordships will read it a second 
time, it will have to be considerably 
modified in Committee. What is con- 
scription? Conscription means that every 
male inhabitant of a country is com- 
pulsorily obliged to join the army of that 
country, and is liable in youth and early 
manhood, and until well on in years, 
to be called to arms. It is said that 
this system is un-English, but that is 
not the case. So far from being un- 
English, conscription in the strongest and 
most complete sense of the word was the 
system by which in the early days of 
English history our armies were formed. 
It was a conscript army that won the 
glorious victories of Crecy and Poitiers 
in the time of Edward III. There- 
fore conscription is not un-English 
in reality, because it was, as I have 
said, a system by which our armies 
were raised in the early history of our 
country. This system, while it has fallen 
into desuetude in this country, has been 
taken up on the Continent. It was first 
taken up at the end of the Eighteenth 
Century in France, where, I believe, it 
was introduced by Marshal Jourdain, and 
now we see the system ruling throughout 
the Continent from the White Sea to the 
Mediterranean, and from the Ural Moun- 
tains to the Straits of Dover. Yes, to the 
Straits of Dover, and that makes all the 
difference. Were it not for what Crom- 
well called “that ditch,” and what 
Mr. Gladstone called the “ silver streak,” 
every one of your Lordships must admit 
that we, too, in this country should, like 
our neighbours, be under a system of 
complete conscription. But this “ ditch” 
is not absolutely to be trusted. Cromwell 
nearly 250 years ago warned the English- 
men of his day against trusting absolutely 
to it. He said, ‘ Unless you can supple- 
ment your ships with men on horseback 
and men on foot you will not be safe.” 
And 200 years later—fifty years ago— 
Lord Palmerston, speaking in the other 
House in faveur of the resuscitation of 
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the Militia, used very much the same 
language. He spoke of the necessity of 
resuscitating the Militia in order that 
we should be strong at home and be 
able to prevent the landing of hostile 
troops upon our shores, and said it 
was madness to trust to the navy alone, 
and all history showed—especially our 
own—how readily countries could be in- 
vaded. Everyone must feel that we 
should have a strong force at home, 
though not through conscription. My 
noble friend the Prime Minister, is, I 
notice, rather amused when the word 
“conscription ” is mentioned, and yet he 
is the only public man I know of who has 
advocated conscription. He may, per- 
haps, be surprised to hear me say 
so; but the noble Marquess told the 
Primrose League that we must have 
for the defence of this country rifle clubs 
on the Swiss model. Now, what is the 
Swiss model? It is the most stringent 
conscription of any in Europe. Every 
man there, from youth to old age, is 
conscribed, and has to take up arms 
whenever required. ~My noble friend 
would himself escape, but in advocating 
that system he is hard upon his colleagues, 
for under it even the noble Duke the 
head of the Defence Committee and the 
Secretary of State for War would have to 
shoulder their muskets, learn the goose 
step, and, as a result of this war, learn 
also to burrow like rats and rabbits in the 
earth. But if we have not conscription 
we have, thanks to that “ditch,” a mili- 
tary system which I hold to be admirably 
suited to our insular and Imperial position ; 
and the foundation of that system is the 
Militia, which, according to the law of 
the land which is annually suspended, is 
properly raised by compulsion. By means 
of the Militia Ballot the right of the 
Crown is exercised to the military service 
of its subjects for home defence. What I 
want to consider is, what is the view and 
what has been the action of the Govern- 
ment with reference to the Militia ballot, 
which, as I have said, is the main prin- 
ciple of our military system, and upon 
which the defence of this country is sup- 
posed to rest? In an excellent pamphlet 
which has been sent to me, called “ A 
Strong Army in a Free State,” written by 
Mr. Coulton, there is a quotation from a 
speech of my noble friend the Prime 
Minister, delivered on 20th February this 
year. My noble friend is supposed to 
have said, with reference to the Militia 
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ballot and the discussion in this House | State for War. I found it comatose, a 
upon it, that “we were wandering on un- | foundling, on the steps of the War Office, 
known ground ” ; and in the same chapter | and I have simply substituted my name on 
I find that the Under Secretary of State | the back of it for that of the Secretary of 
for War is quoted as having in| State for War. The Bill was brought in to 
another place alluded to “conscrip- | meetemergencies, butthe Government have 
tion and military ballot, and other | done whatI venture to think no Govern- 
such new devices.” Let us for a | ment to my knowledge ever did before. 
moment survey the “unknown ground.” | I have been in Parliament since 1841, and 
to which my noble friend refers. It was | I recollect no precedent for the course the 
on this “unknown ground ” that our fore- | Government have followed in introducing 
fathers stood at the beginning of the nine- | a measure which they said was of vital 
teenth century, when the Militia and other | importance, and then issuing a whip to 
Forces were gathered together to resist | secure its rejection. That is what Her 
the invasion which was then threatening. | Majesty’s Government have done in this 
Out of that “unknown ground” sprang | case. We have read during this war of 
those Militia regiments which my noble President Steyn sjamboking Boers who 
friend Lord Blythswood referred to as | would not fight, but here we have a 
being of such great service in the early case of the Government sjamboking their 
part of the century, and which were party in order to induce them to throw 
referred to by the Duke of Wellington— | out their own Bill. This is a policy which 
when backing up the Militia Bill of 1852 the ordinary Cross Bench mind cannot 
—in the highest possible terms. So much exactly understand. Possibly my noble 
for this “unknown ground” on which we friend may say there is no emergency. 
are wandering. I now come tothe “new Why, we hear of nothing else but 
devices.” They were in ful! operation in “emergency.” Every measure that is 
the early part of the last century. They brought in is an “emergency measure.” 
found a place in the Militia Act of 1852, You have emergency armies and emer- 
and these “new devices” of the Under | gency expenditure. Emergency camps 
Secretary for War, namely, the ballot, have been formed for Volunteers, with 
formed an integral part of the army emergency allowances for the wives and 
reform proposals of Lord Cardwell in 1870. children of Volunteers attending camp. 
But all this is a matter of history. Let While this is the position, I cannot but 
us come down to the present time, and think that ‘‘evasion” more aptly than 
see what the action of the Secretary of “emergency” describes the Government 
State for War has been in reference to| measures and actions; for, instead of 
the question of the Militia ballot, this doing what they should do, instead of 
“‘new device.” In 1898 the subject was | enforcing the existing system, they 
under the consideration of your Lord- evade it, and by a_ Bill which was 
ships’ House, and my noble friend said | brought before the House a few days 
that, though the country was not pre- ago they will do much to destroy the 
pared for the ballot, it was a valuable | Volunteer force by dividing it into two 
power to have in hand, having regard classes. Men who went into the force 
to possible emergencies, and one he for home defence simply are now invited 
would not readily part with. Then the | to become a sort of appendage, a sort of 
noble Marquess went on to say that tail, to the different regiments of the 
legislation would be necessary, for the Army, and in the result, when the excite- 
system was obsolete, the machinery would | ment is over and has passed away, it will 
not work, and required to be amended | be found that a great evil has been done 
and brought, to use his own words, up to to the Volunteer force by dividing it into 
date. Then in the following year the two classes—into “ go-and-fights” and 
Secretary of State for War brought in a ‘‘stay-at-homes.” I am sorry that the 
Bill, the Second Reading of which I am_ noble Viscount the Commander-in-Chief 
about to move, to make the ballot avail- is absent from the House, as he generally 
able. In 1899 this Bill lay on the Table is when an Army Bill is under discussion. 
of the House, and, as the House was told I do not like to refer to a man’s words in 
in 1898, it was meant to meet emergencies. his absence, but he was reported to have 
The year 1900 was an annus mirabilis of | said a few days ago at a Volunteer dinner 
emergencies, and yet the Bill was left that he hoped that in future a company of 
derelict by its author, the Secretary of Volunteers would be attached in time of 


The Earl of Wemyss. 
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war to every regiment of the Line. I 
hope not. If they are, the Volunteer 
force will, I fear, cease to be a perma- 
nent institution in our military system 
such as it ought to be. The Govern- 
ment, instead of enforcing and __per- 
fecting the old military system, have 
thus, as regards the Volunteers, de- 
stroyed it. When my noble friend the 
Secretary of State for War laid his Bill 
on the Table in 1899 there was no emer- 
gency, all was quiet ; but since then war 
has arisen, the “emergency” is there. 
Why then does he not proceed with his 
Militia Ballot “Emergency” Bill? The 


answer is plain—a dissolution, not in | 


sight in 1899, is, we are told, not 
far distant now. There is nothing in 
what I am saying that should offend the 
Government, because we are perpetually 
reminded by them that the Militia Bill 
is most unpopular, and that the nation 
hates the idea of conscription and all that 
sort of thing. Now, my Lords, is this the 
case? The Government, in theiremergency 
measures, are trading on the patriotism 
of Volunteers, begging them to become 
soldiers, but they absolutely ignore the 
patriotism of the country, and they say 
that the people of this country would not 
stand the existing law being put in force 
even for the defence of their hearths and 
homes. I am sure that is a libel on the 
people of this country, and that any 
Government which had the courage and 
manliness to speak out and submit this 
modified form of service for home defence 
only, would meet with ready response. 
I may be wrong, but that is my conviction. 
For nearly forty years I have been work- 
ing and agitating this question, and 
wherever I have spoken in any public 
place of the desirability of having a modi- 
fied form of compulsory service for home 
defence, I have met with unanimous sup- 
port. Such was the view of a meeting 
of artisans on the Shaftesbury Estate, 
whom I addressed in 1875, on the occasion 
of their forming a Volunteer company. 
And how do we stand in the year 1900 ? 
What is the feeling on the subject at 
the present moment on the part of 
what I may call the intelligent por- 
tion of the community? Here I 
can speak with accurate data, for I 
hold in my hand a circular which 
was addressed to Lords Lieutenant, High 
Sheriffs, chairmen of quarter sessions, 


chairmen and vice-chairmen of county | 
councils, mayors, provosts, and presi- | 
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dents of chambers of commerce ard of 
chambers of agriculture. This circular 
contained two questions, the first being as 
regards our present military system— 

“Are you of opinion that such a state of 

things should be allowed to continue; and 
that the safety of the United Kingdom—and 
all that implies--should be dependent upon 
the patriotic, self-sacrificing action of a half- 
‘rained Volunteer force—held subject only to 
fourteen days’ notice to quit?” 
There were 353 replies to that question, 
in 75 per cent. of which the answer was 
“no.” The circular proceeded to explain 
what the Militia Ballot was and how it 
might be applied—not in the drastic 
form proposed in my noble friend’s Bill, 
but in a modified form. It was suggested 
that the Ballot law would be sutticient 
for its purpose if modified, so that instead 
of applying to all men between eighteen 
and thirty-five (as the law now stands) 
it would be sufficient that once in a man’s 
life, on attaining the age of nineteen or 
twenty, he should have to take his chance 
of the Ballot, and, if struck, serve for say 
two years in the Militia and say seven in 
the Militia Reserve. The second question 
asked was— 

«Are you of opinion that such a modified 
form of compulsory service, with the above 
exemptions, tor Home Defence only is right 
and reasonable, and ought to be readily 
accepted by the people ?” 

Out of the 353 replies the majority 
was two to one in favour of such modified 
form of compulsory service. Therefore 
I believe that all this talk about the un- 
popularity of the Militia Ballot for service: 
at home is all rubbish. If we could only 
get a Government—I have not seen one 
yet—who had the courage to state their 
convictions, how much stronger they 
would be! Iam perfectly certain that if 
your Lordships simply followed the dic- 
tates of your inner consciousness you 
could not but give a similar answer to that 
which has been given by all the authorities 
in the counties and towns of Great Britain 
to whom I have referred. I therefore 
trust that—sjambok or no sjambok—your 
Lordships will support the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill, and in supporting it 
remember this, that you are not voting 
for the application of the ballot. You are 
only voting for what the Secretary of State 
told us two years ago was essential— 
namely, that this Power, which has become 
obsolete and out of date, should be brought 
into working order. That is all this Bill 
does, and I dare denial on that point. 
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Although the times may not be alarming 
they are anxious, and I will tell your 
Lordships why. 


months ago I was advocating and pressing | 


upon my noble friend the Secretary of 


State for War the advisability of having a | 
Volunteer Reserve—an ideal thing, which | 


they have actually botched at the War 
Office by the way they have dealt with 
it—I received a letter from an English 


military attaché abroad. He said in his 


letter :— 


“T am glad to see you are agiteting for a 

Volunteer Reserve, for, believe me, it is 
essential that England should be invulnerable 
and strong in the month of November.” 
The Paris Exhibition will then be over, 
and I haveheard that the Naval authorities 
in the Mediterranean hold absolutely the 
same opinion. I pass from this military 
attaché to a greater authority, and I read 
in a remarkable speech, that was made not 
long ago, this sentence -— 

“Tt is not necessarily because in themselves 

they are more important, but if you look round 
you you will see that the elements and causes 
of menace and peril are, though slowly, 
accumulating, and may accumulate to such a 
point as to require our most earnest and active 
effort to repel them.” 
Those are the words of the Prime Minister 
addressing the Primrose League. Then 
on 12th February my noble friend Lord 
Kimberley, who is so much respected in 
this House, and who always talks the very 
best and soundest sense, said— 

‘* All around us there was a temper displayed 
by our neighbours which should make every- 
one pause and reflect upon the position in 
which we find ourselves.” 

Therefore, you have these great authori- 
ties saying that if this is not a time of 


peril it is a time of anxiety ; and no man , 


with his eyes and ears open, and knowing 
anything of the state of things as regards 
our armaments, can fail to see that it is 
desirable that England should be strong 
at all times, because, if she is strong her 
Foreign Minister is powerful for good, 
and if weak he is not. I venture to hope 
that something will be done to strengthen 
our home defence, and I would appeal to 
the independence and patriotism of your 
Lordships to cast aside all personal and 
party considerations and vote for what 
you conscientiously believe to be right 
and necessary in this matter. If you 
think that our military system requires 
that the Bill should be passed I trust you 
will vote freely and boldly for it. The 


safety of the nation should be taken out 


The Earl of Wemyss. 
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of the domain of party. Foreign affairs 


,and Imperial questions are in the main 
When some six or eight | so dealt with. But where would these 


be—where would the Empire itself be if 
it is weak at the heart and we are vulner- 
able at home ? 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a 


second time.”—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


Eart COWPER: My Lords, I do not 
think my noble friend need have wasted 
any words in urging us to consider this 
question not from a party point of view, 
but from the point of view of the 
interests of the country. I am sure we 
shall all do that. For my own part, I have 
never, even in former days, been in any 
way taken with the idea of compulsory 
service, however small or however large. 
I will not stop to draw the line of 
difference between conscription and 
ballot and the present Bill; they each 
depend, to a larger or less degree, on 
compulsion, and we have always looked 
upon compulsion in this country as a thing 
not to be resorted to unless it can be 
proved to be absolutely necessary. If 
such has been my opinion till now, 
I cannot say that the events—the 
momentous events—of the past year 
—one of the most trying years we 
have ever gone through—have in the 
least degree altered my opinion. The 
one thing that is looked upon with most 
satisfaction at home, and which foreign 
nations cannot help admiring, is the 
magnificent way in which last December, 
when the country was in difficulties, and 
serious complications with foreign 
countries were possible, the whole nation 
rose to the occasion. All classes of the 
community volunteered for service, and 
it was felt that if ten times the number 
of Volunteers were wanted, ten times the 
number would be forthcoming. Not only 
the upper and the lower classes, who have 
always fought for their country, but also 
the great middle class, who are, generally 
speaking, left out in the cold because 
they furnish neither officers nor men, 
proved that they, too, were endowed 
with patriotic feeling and were ready 
to die for their country. With such an 
exhibition before us of the facilities for 


getting Volunteers whenever we want 


them there is less reason than ever for 
resorting to compulsion in order to fill up 
our ranks, and I think it would be almost 
a slight upon these gallant men to im- 
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mediately bring in a Bill for compulsion. 
My noble friend has endeavoured to draw 
a distinction between defensive and offen- 
sive operations. I do not think he would 
mind having conscription for all purposes, 
‘but he does not press for that; he only 
proposes conscription for the defence of 
the country. But is it for home defence 
that we are most likely to want men? 
In all that has been written and said on 
the defence of our shores in case of inva- 
sion, those have had the best of the 
argument who have attirmed that as long 
as we have the command of the sea—and 


we all admit that when we once lose the | 


command of the sea we are altogether 
done for—or, at any rate, as long as no 
other country has commané of the sea, it 
will be absolutely impossible to land an 
army of any appreciable size upon our 
shores. I will not press that point, be- 
cause I know it is disputed, and it is said 
that we must have something else to fall 
back upon. Behind the Navy we have 
our troops and Militia at home, and an 
excellent and glorious force of Volunteers, 
which has now attained to such perfection 
and numbers-—so many thousands of 
men — a force which the Government 
have expressed their intention of en- 
deavouring, if possible, to increase and 
to bring to an even higher state of 
efficiency. That force must, on the 
whole—in spite of the Bill to which the 
noble Earl on the Cross Benches so much 
objected, and which I supported the other 
night and see no harm in --be a defensive 
force, because nine-tenths of the Volun- 
teers have no intention whatever of ever 
going outside the country, and enlist 
entirely for purposes of defence. It 
appears to me that where we might be in 
difficulties is not in defending our own 
shores, but in defending our world-wide 
Empire beyond the seas. We may have 
to send troops at any moment to any 
part of the world; and in that matter 
this Bill will not help us in the smallest 
degree. If we are to have conscription, 
let us have it for what we want it for, 
and not for what we do not want it for. 
If the Government, after carefully con- 
sidering the whole position, were to bring 
forward a scheme of this kind, I should 
Say that we were bound to support it 
whatever our individual feelings may be. 
But the Government do not want this 
scheme, and for the House of Lords to 
try and force it upon them is preposterous. 


The only excuse there can be for passing 
\ 
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this Bill is that it does not much matter 
| what opinion we express in the House of 
Lords ; but I think we ought always to 
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keep before ourselves the idea — the 
imaginary idea if you like to put it so— 
that if we vote for a thing it will have 
some effect. I consider that the only 
effect this would have, if acted upon, 
would be a bad effect, and, if not acted 
upon, it would bring the House in.o dis- 
repute. I hope that my noble friend will 
not press for a division, but if he does I 
trust your Lordships will throw the Bill 
out by a substantial majority. 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, I have 
sat for such a short time in this House 
that it may be thought unfitting that I 
should express astonishment at anythin. 
that occurs here ; but I must own that 
am filled not with astonishment but with 


,amazement at the conduct of the noble 


Marquess, the Secretary of State for War. 
Last year the noble Marquess presented a 
Bill which was identically the same as the 
Bill brought in by my noble friend Lord 
Wemyss ; he argued in favour of his Bill 
to the best of his ability, and now we are 
asked, I might almost say we are driven 
down to the House and ordered, to vote 
against it. I fancy I am not wrong in 
assuming that this is a véry unusual cir- 
cumstance in your Lordships’ House. I 
do not know what arguments the noble 
Marquess is going to employ to-day, but 
if I chose I could adduce very strong 
arguments in favour of the Bill now being 
discussed by merely quoting from the 
noble Marquess’s speech of last year. I 
will, however, content myself by saying 
that, having had an opportunity of con- 
sidering the Government’s proposals for 
home defence and the proposal which 
has been made by the noble Earl, I em- 
phatically prefer the latter. I do not 
wish to do the noble Marquess any injus- 
tice, because I'am sure everyone will admit 
that he has had the interests of his De- 
partment at heart as much as, if not more 
than, any of his predecessors. But the 
Government’s proposals, for which he is 
responsible, are based upon conjecture, 
upon invitation, upon appeals, and upon 
the somewhat artless assumption that the 
present military enthusiasm will last 
indéfinitely. Nothing new is suggested, 
except it be the suggestion of the Prime 
Minister that the ladies of the Primrose 
League should undertake the defence of the 
country. At all events, the proposal of 
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the noble Earl has the merit of being a} British youth to Wei-hai-wei, Fashoda, 
definite, a practical, and, to my mind, a or the other side of the globe. His 
sound proposal. There is, I presume, no | proposal simply is that a limited portion 
doubt as to the value of our Militia. I) of the population should ballot, and, if 
take it that one of the lessons of the pre-| the worst comes to the worst, should be 
sent war has been to demonstrate that | called upon to do some eight or nine 
after the Regular Army the Militia is! months military training in the course of 
much the most valuable asset we possess. | their lives. This extremely modified form 
Although considerably below its strength | of compulsion is generally denounced as. 
the Militia has been able to provide | “un-English.” I have but a vague idea 
between 20,000 and 30,000 men for| of the meaning of that word, but I 
South Africa. Those battalions, if I suppose it means something discreditable. 
mistake not, went out as séparate units All I can say is that it is very much more 
under their own officers. Could the | discreditable that by far the greater por- 
other branches of the Auxiliary Forces | tion of the able bodied men in this country 
have done the same ? It is perfectly clear should deliberately shirk their duty as. 
that they could have done nothing of the | citizens, and that of the male population 
kind. The Volunteers cannot be com-| between the ages of twenty-five and forty 
pared to the Militia in regard to value, | not one in ten should discharge the most 
and under those circumstances one would | elementary form of military duty. This 
have supposed that the Government would | is the result of strict adherence—I 
have welcomed any opportunity for in-| might almost say slavish adherence—to 
creasing so valuable a force. Instead of | the Volunteer system. My chief objection 
that we are asked to vote against the | to the Government emergency scheme is 
rational and common-sense proposal of the | that it merely amplifies and exaggerates 
noble Earl. This is not the first time that | this unsatisfactory and antiquated system. 
this proposal has been discussed during|The Government’s proposals _ really 
the present session, and we are familiar | amount to this, that the miserably small 
with the arguments made use of against | minority who are now taking the burden 
it. The last time the subject was dis-| of national defence on their shoulders are 
cussed the noble Marquess the Prime | to do double as much, treble as much, four 
Minister said he had heard that there was | times as much as they have in the past. 
a possibility of the youth of this country | I am not ashamed to admit that in com- 
flying in shoals from our shores andj mon with the noble Earl I feel that one 
taking refuge in America and elsewhere, | of the first duties of the citizen of a civil- 
where conscription did not prevail. The | ised state is to take some share in defend- 
Secretary of State did not go so far as} ing his home and property, and I would 
that. He held that it would be extremely | go as far as to say that in my view this. 
unwise to make any radical changes in | obligation is almost as great as the obliga- 
our military system until after the war | tion to pay rates and taxes. There is, at 
was over ; but the long and the short of ‘all events, one point on which both parties 
those arguments was that the country | will agree, and that is that we ought to 
would not stand such a measure. What | show to the world that there is nothing. 
steps have been taken to ascertain | to be gained by attacking us ; but we are 
the opinion of the country in this | doing precisely the reverse. Every day 
respect ?. How can the noble Marquess; we see our responsibilities and our 
or anyone else know that the country will | liabilities increase, although I believe that 
not stand it? My firm belief is that if | when Ministers come into office they are 
the proposal had been made when, determined that, as far as they are con- 
the House met it would not have! cerned, not one inch shall be added to the 
been discounted by the electors, but | E 

would have been recognised as a | took office in 1880 Mr. Gladstone never, 
more or less painful necessity. Of|in his wildest dreams, thought that he 
course if the proposals in this Bill are! would saddle this country with the occupa- 
described in exaggerated language, and | tion of Egypt and the Soudan. I doubt also 
unfair comparisons with conscription as | whether the nuble Marquess thought he 
it prevails in foreign countries are made,| would find it necessary to annex the 
it is not unnatural that the proposals should | Transvaal and the Orange Free State, or 
be unpopular ; but the noble Earl does | to enter upon a Chinese expedition. Yet 





not suggest the expatriation of the (| thisis whatishappening. Every day we see 


Lord Newton, 


Empire. I have no doubt that when he 
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a 


our Empire increasing, and the chance of 
hostilities with our neighbours increasing 
also. For my part I intend to support 
the Bill, because it seems to me 
to be contrary to common sense not to 
adjust our military system in accordance 
with the conditions of the times. I do 
not for a moment anticipate that the 
noble Earl will be successful, but I would 


urge upon him, although it is quite un- 


necessary for me to do so, that even if he 
should be defeated to-day, he should con- 
tinue putting forward his project, in 
season and out of season, until more 
rational views prevail. 


*THE SECRETARY OF STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
My Lords, I have had occasion to address 
your Lordships not infrequently upon 
this subject, and I think I can certainly 
trust my memory when I say that on no 
one of those occasions have I ever objected 
to the proposal of the noble Earl on the 
ground that there was anything un- 
English about the ballot ; nor was any- 
thing of the sort suggested by my noble 
friend who sits behind me. My noble 
friend recommended your Lordships not 
to vote for the motion, on the ground 
that it was inopportune at the present 
time ; and the question is, are we justified, 
situated as we are at present, in adopting 
this proposal? It is, of course, for your 
Lordships to decide how you will deal 
with the measure; but, speaking on 
behalf of Her Majesty’s Government, I 
claim that it is for us to say whether we 
think this Bill should be persevered with 
at the present time, and I trust that that 
issue will not be obscured by the 
eloquence and the epigrams of the noble 
Earl on the Cross Benches. The noble 
Earl gave to the House what purported 
to be an historical account of the origin 
of the Bill; but it was not a complete 
account. May I remind your Lordships 
of the origin of the Bill and of the manner 
in which the question has been dealt with 
by Her Majesty's Government? In the 
year 1898, when the noble Earl brought 
the matter to your Lordships’ attention, I 
admitted to him and to your Lordships 
that, in my opinion, the existence of the 
Militia ballot was of vital importance to 
the military system of this country. I 
said that nothing would induce me to 
part with that great reserve of power ; and 
I also added that the machinery of the 
ballot was, in my belief, of a more or 
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less obsolete character and required 
revision. I therefore promised to have 
that machinery examined, and if the: 
result of that examination justified such 
a course, to introduce a Bill; but I 
remember distinctly saying—and that is. 
the chapter of history the noble Earl left 
out—that her Majesty’s Government 
were not to be understood as pledging 
themselves either to have recourse to the 
bailot or to pass a ballot Bill through the 
Houses of Parliament’ in that or any 
other session. I kept my promise. The 
machinery of the ballot was examined,, 
and the result of the examination 
went to show that it was by no means 
so obsolete or unintelligible as had been 
supposed ; and in 1899 I introduced 
a Bill into your Lordships’ House. It. 
has been suggested by the noble Lord 
who spoke last that we have changed. 
our minds. I say we have not changed. 
our minds. We have laid a Bill on the 
Table in order that your Lordships. 
might see the form it would take should. 
legislation become necessary, but there 
never was any announcement of an 
intention to pass that measure, and there 
consequently never was an abandonment of 
such an intention. Then, at the beginning, 
of this session, in the month of February,, 
the noble Earl came down to your 
Lordships’ House and proclaimed the: 
existence of an emergency and called 
upon us to introduce the ballot. It is. 
true that on the very evening on which. 
the discussion took place he altered the 
terms of his motion, but we all remember: 
his speech. It proceeded much on the- 
lines of that to which we have just 
listened, and it was clearly an appeal to 
the House to decide that for the purpose 
of meeting the immediate military neces- 
sities of this country we should resort to 
the ballot. On this occasion the noble Earl 
has appropriated our Bill, and has asked 
your Lordships to read it a second time, but 
he has done so with a remarkable expres- 
sion of his own opinion. He hascirculateaa 
paper in which he tells us that enlightened, 
patriotic public opinion is prepared to: 
accept—what? Not the Bill of Her 
Majesty’s Government, which he is now 
moving, but another Bill enacting a 
modified form of compulsory Militia ser- 
vice, «as described in an accompanying, 
Paper. When we turn to the accompany- 
ing Paper we find a measure sketched out 
entirely different from that introduced by 
Her Majesty’s Government last year. It. 


2uz: 
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is a measure based on the assumption 


{LORDS} 


| 
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Government, and I do not think they 


that every man in this kingdom at the | were spoken of very respectfully by the 
age of nineteen or twenty is to take his | noble Lord who spoke from the back 


chance in the ballot to serve two years in 
the Militia, and perhaps seven years in 
the Militia Reserve. It is a totally 
different Bill. 


THE Eart or WEMYSS: It is much 
more moderate. 


*THE MARQuEsS oF LANSDOWNE: 
Possibly—but it is totally different in 
principle. But that is not the only point on 
which the conduct of the noble Earl seems 
to be somewhat remarkable. The matter 
was, in his belief, one of extreme urgency 
in February last. We are now in July. 
During that long interval the noble Earl 
has been marking time, and now, after 
six months, he produces a Bill, not the Bill 
che would like to see in the statute book, 
but a Bill which, according to his own 
showing, does not meet the requirements 
of the situation, I submit there are two 
questions which, as practical men of busi- 
mess, we have to consider. The first is— 
is there the remotest chance of passing 
this Bill into law during the present. ses- 
‘sion ? I cannot conceive that any one will 
say there is any such chance. The other 
question is this—supposing that you were 
to press it through both Houses, would it 
help you in the least to meet that 
emergency upon the gravity of which 
the noble Earl has dwelt in such 
forcible terms? Your Lordships should 
clearly understand that the noble Earl 
advocates this Bill as an 
ment upon, or as a substitute for, the 
emergency measures of Her Majesty’s 
‘Government ; and I say fearlessly that, 
if his measure or our measures deserve to 
be characterised by the epithet which he 
bestowed upon our measures the other 
evening, it is his measure and not the 
measures to which we have had recourse. 
How long would it take the noble Earl, 
supposing this Bill were to pass, to raise 
20,000, or 30,000, or 40,000 men for the 
Militia ? How long would it take him to 
arm them, to equip them, to provide 
them with the necessary officers, and to 
incorporate them in our military cadres ? 
I venture to think that months would 
pass before a single man, under the 
measure which the noble Earl has advo- 
cated, would be fit to be placed in the 
fighting line. The noble Earl has ridi- 
culed the measures of Her Majesty’s 

The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


benches (Lord Newton). The noble Earl 
suggested that everything depends upon 
the strength of our home defences. The 
noble Lord on the back benches said that 


all our measures have rested upon con- 


improve- | 


batteries of the Royal Artillery. 


jecture. 
Lorp NEWTON : So they have. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
I differ entirely. Take the Royal Reserve 
battalions. We have got at this moment 
over 20,000 men, whom I will not de- 
scribe, but as to whom I should like to 
quote a sentence from a minute of the 
Commander-in-Chief. This is what the 
Commander-in-Chief says of the Royal 
Reserve battalions— 


“As regards the conduct and bearing of 
those old soldiers who have responded to the 
Queen’s appeal, I have just received reports 
from eight of the eleven general officers com- 
manding districts in which they are quartered. 
These reports uniformly describe their bearing, 
appearance, and conduct as in every way satis- 
factory, and state that they are likely to be of 
good value for service at home,” 


The Commander-in-Chief goes on to speak 
of them as— 


“A force of about 24,000 disciplined and 
trained soldiers, whose presence in the country 
was and is an invaluable addition to its 
defensive strength.” 


There is no conjecture about that. There 
is a certain amount of conjecture about 
the proposal of the noble Earl. These 
are soldiers whom we have got, and who 
are spoken of in these terms by the 
highest military authority in this country. 
In addition to those we have made very 
fair progress with the new permanent 
battalions which we are raising. We have 
about 5,000 men already. We _ have 
about 6,000 men in the newly-raised 
I do 
not think there is any conjecture or ima- 


_gination about them. As something was 


said with regard to our treatment of the 
Volunteers, I trust I may be pardoned if 
I quote a few words from the report of 
the Inspector-General of Auxiliary Forces, 
who has lately had occasion to inspect a 
large number of those emergency camps 
to which the noble Earl referred. This is 
what he says— 


“I have this month inspected in camp four- 
teen Volunteer and nine Militia battalions. 
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The improvement which has taken place in 
both branches from being in Lg a 
periods is very marked indeed. The behaviour 
.of the men has been excellent. The Volunteers 
have for the first time been given an opportu- 
nity of making themselves really efficient, 
and they have readily grasped it. 202 bat- 
talions out of 217 have applied to come 
into special camp, exclusive of Volunteer 
Artillery and Engineers. The battalions of | 
Volunteers which I have seen have come into | 
«amp in large numbers, and I have been | 





greatly struck by the improvement which has | 
taken place in every battalion at the end of | 
its fourteen days in camp. The measure of | 
bringing the Volunteers into camp has so far 
een a remarkable success.” 


{2 Juty 1900} 


_ over for the present. 
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to my mind, sufficient reasons for not pre- 
cipitately touching these problems of 
Army organisation; but I have no 
wish to adopt in regard to the Militia 
what might seem to your Lordships 
dilatory tactics. If I may, I should like 
to describe some of the measures affecting 
the Militia with regard to which our 
mind is made up and which we see 


/our way to adopting in the immediate 


future, leaving for further discussion and 
consideration other measures, which, for 
the reasons I gave just now, must stand 
I may remind your 


'Lordships, in the first place, that we 


That, again, is a measure about which 
there is no conjecture, but a great deal of 
solid fact. With respect to the Militia, | 
we are certainly not prepared to take any 
action which might be interpreted in the | 
country as a suggestion that we look to | 
the ballot as the proper means of meeting | 
the exceptional military pressure to which 
we have been subjected this year; I 
earnestly hope, however, that your Lord- 
ships will not suppose that we desire to 
shirk what I would call the Militia prob- 
lem. On the contrary, we regard the 
future of the Militia as, I would almost | 
say, the most important of the questions 
of Army reorganisation with which it will 
be our duty to deal. If there had been 
any tendency on our part to treat that 
force with indifference I think the manner 
in which it has lately come forward 
would have made it impossible for 
us, even if we had desired to do so, 
to neglect its interests in the future. 
But noble Lords who are interested in 
the Militia may say to me, “If you have 
got a complete plan for dealing with the 
Militia why do you not disclose it in this 
House?” I trust your Lordships will 
think that I am not unreasonable when I 
say that it would be impossible for us at 
this time to present to Parliament a full 
and complete scheme for dealing with the 
Militia. The question of Militia organi- 
sation is so closely and intimately con- 
nected with that of Army organisation 
that it is impossible to deal thoroughly 
with the Militia question without touching 
upon those organic changes with which 
it is well understood that it is not our 
intention or our duty to proceed during 
the present session. The time of Parlia- 
ment does not permit it, and there are 
distinguished soldiers now serving out of 
the country the benefit of whose experience 
we should endeavour to reap. Those are, | 


| to-day. 


have already made certain concessions 
to the force which, I believe, have 
been well received. We have given 
the Militia messing allowance during 
training. We have appointed at the 
headquarters of the Army a_ high 
officer whose special duty is to attend to 


the Auxiliary forces, and who will be 


assisted in regard to Militia matters by 
an officer having experience of that 
force. We have given to the Militia bat- 
talions, for the first time, regimental trans- 
port to the extent of five vehicles per 
battalion and a certain number of horses. 


| Then I come to the question of the cloth- 


ing of the Militia. 1 am sorry that my 
noble friend the Duke of Bedford, who 
called attention to this matter so 
pointedly the other evening, is not here 
{ promised the noble Duke that 
I would make inquiry into the subject, 
and I admit that as a result of the 
inquiries I have made I am satisfied that 
in the matter of clothing we have 
allowed what I suppose I might call con- 
siderations of frugality to prevail rather 
too much, and that clothing has sometimes 
been issued to the Militia which one could 
scarcely ask a British soldier to wear with- 
out some injury to his feelings of self- 
respect. I am prepared to say that action 
will betaken without loss of timeto remedy 
that grievance, and although I would rather 
not go into matters of detail I will say 
that I will undertake that in the future 
clothing shall be issued to the force under 
conditions which will make it impossible 
for any colonel of Militia to make such a 
complaint as that which was made by 
the noble Duke the other evening. Then 
we have paid a good deal of attention to 
the instruction of Militia officers. We 
have prepared a scheme under which 
Militia officers will be given much more 
frequent opportunities of attending 
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courses of instruction, and that under 
conditions which will avoid their being 
put to any private expense during the 
course of their attendance. I hope we 


may also be able to do something to add 
| calculated to meet some of the objections 


to the efficiency of Militia non-commis- 
sioned officers, by which I do not mean the 
permanent staff, but those of non-commis- 
sioned officers who belong to the Militia. 
They require a larger amount of training 
than they get, and [ hope we shall be able 
to arrange that they shall receive that 
training and that the terms on which they 
will receive it will be such as to render 
them willing and ready to submit to it. 
I will say one word on a much vexed 
question, the question of the training of 
Militia recruits. I have discovered a very 
remarkable divergence of opinion with 
regard to that subject ; it is one of those 
cases in which undoubtedly there is a very 
great deal to be said on both sides. 
complaint, as I understand it, is this— 
that when the Militia recruit is taken to 
the depot his training is neglected by the 
depot staff, that he has too heavy fatigues 
imposed upon him, and, above all, that, 
owing to the practice of training these 
men at the depdt, a good deal of what 
may be conveniently described as poaching 
goes on—the man who goes to the depdt 
as a Militia recruit being annexed for 
the Line by the depdt officer. On the 
other hand ‘there are certain advantages 
which the depdt undoubtedly possesses. 
It is there to receive a man at any time 
and give him his training at the season 
of the year most convenient to himself, he 
can be clothed and equipped at once, and 
he has the advantage of instruction by a 
permanent staff which I should be inclined 
to say was better qualified than the per- 
manent staff of the battalion. Ican only 
indicate, in regard to this measure, 
the direction in which our mind is 
moving. I hope we shall be able 
to increase the length of the training 
undergone by the Militia recruits. These 
young men join at a time when they are 
not settled down in life, and probably the 
addition of two or three months to their 
period of training would not be regarded 
as a hardship. If that be done, as it pro- 
bably will, it is our intention that that 
portion of the training which takes place 
with the battalion should be increased, 
while with regard to that portion of it 
which might still be undergone at the 


depot, I think we might meet some of the | 
complaints which have been made by | 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 


| arranging that one or more Militia officers. 
| should be attached to the depdét for the 


The. 


Bill. 208: 


purpose of watching over the interests of 


the men belonging to their own battalion, 


Those seem to me to be measures 


to which we have listened. Then I wish 


'to say one word in regard to the most 


important question of the conditions of 
service of the Militia and the bounties 
paid to the Militiamen. A scheme has. 
been put before us and considered under 
which the whole of the Militia might be 
allowed to accept liability for service 
abroad, under which, in consideration, 
of their assuming that liability, the 
bounties might be considerably increased, 
with the further condition that the Militia 
Reserve, which isso unpopular in the estima- 
tion of Militia officers, should be put an end 
to altogether, the whole force accepting 
the same liability as that under which the 
Militia Reserve now serves. That is, I 
must say, a scheme which, to my mind, 
possesses a great many attractions, and [ 
believe—we have reason to know it— 
that it is acceptable to a very large 
number of Militia officers. Whether it 
would be equally acceptable to the rank 
and file of the Militia is, perhaps, a 
matter of conjecture ; we only know that 
the men are very ready to join the exist- 
ing Militia Reserve, and it seems not un- 
likely that, in consideration of a higher 
bounty, they would be ready as a force to. 
accept the same liability as that of the 
present Militia Reservists. I know that 
such a scheme has been advocated in this 
House by a noble Lord whose knowledge 
of Army matters and whose caution in 
dealing with them will not be questioned. 
—I mean Lord Northbrook. And I 
know that when Lord Northbrook made 
the suggestion he was followed by the 
noble Earl the leader of the Opposi- 
tion, who expressed himself in decided 
terms against any proposal calculated 
to alter the conditions of service of the 


| Militia foree—I mean those conditions 


under which they are at present liable to 


serve only within the limits of the 
United Kingdom. That would, of 


course, be a very momentous and _far- 
reaching change, and ]am not ashamed to. 
tell your Lordships that we must take 
time to consider it. I have gone into it 
rather fully for this reason, that it is. 
very closely indeed connected with the 
question which has been raised by the 
noble Earl this evening. We none of us,, 
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I think, have ever contemplated that 
there should be compulsion in any shape 
or form except for service within the 
limits of the United Kingdom, and it 
would follow that if the kind of change 
were made which I adumbrated just 
now, if the whole of the Militia were 
to be regarded as liable on an emergency 
to serve outside the limits of the 
United Kingdom, you would place 
the ballot in an infinitely more remote 
position in the background of military 
politics than it occupies at the present 
time. I trust, therefore, your Lordships 
do not think what I have said in regard to 


this proposal is irrelevant to the sub- | 


ject we are now discussing. While 
these matters are still under considera- 
tion I do not think we are unreasonable 
when we ask your Lordships not to pro- 
ceed further with a Ballot Bill. If it is 
possible that the conditions of service for 
the whole force may be changed, if, again, 
‘it is possible that the removal of some of 
those grievances of which we have heard 
so much should have the result of again 
filling the ranks of the Militia, the neces- 
sity for the ballot will diminish or will 
disappear ; and I therefore think that, far 
from being, as has been suggested by the 
noble Earl, illogical and inconsistent be- 
cause, having introduced this Biil last 
year, we do not press on with it at 
present, we are taking the only course 
which logic and consistency dictate for us. 
As to the argument of the noble Earl on 
the Cross Benches, there seem to me, if I 
may be allowed to say so, to be two weak 
points in his position. One of them is his 
inability to recognise any merit in any 
measures except those which he has him- 
self initiated ; the other weak point is this, 
I think he altogether underrates the dis- 
like with which compulsion in any form, 
even in the modest form which he advo- 
cates, is regarded by the people of this 
eountry. 

THE EARL OF 
you know ? 


*THE MArRQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
I know it, among other things, from this, 
that when I introduced this Bill last 
‘year—and the Bill did not really bring us 


WEMYSS: How do 


{2 JuLty 1900} 
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a yard nearer to compulsion—I was inun- 
dated with remonstrances from all parts 
of the United Kingdom, proceeding from 
people who believed that even that short 
step carried them nearer to the thing 
they abhorred. This is felt very ‘strongly, 
and I do not think the Prime Minister 
used language of exaggeration last year 
when he said that at this moment an 
attempt to revert to the ballot would 
| create consternation in every cottage in 
| this country. For these reasons I would 
| say to your Lordships that while if it 
| could be shown that resort to the ballot 
could be proved to be an absolute 
necessity we ought to sit here until 
Christmas in order to pass it, under pre- 
sent circumstances we shall only be 
creating a false impression and wasting 
the time of Parliament if we vote with 
the noble Earl for the Second Reading of 
this Bill. I propose to ask your Lord- 
ships, therefore, to vote on the previous 
question. 





THe Eart or WEMYSS: Before 
your Lordships vote on this Bill I wish, 
in justice to myself, to put clearly before 
the House the question on which you are 
going to vote. I deny that my history, 
as my noble friend has suggested, was in- 
complete. The noble Marquess in 1898 
said that the machinery of the ballot was 
obsolete at that time, and that if used at 
all it would have to be brought up to 
date. In 1899 my noble friend brought 
in this Bill, but it is not to impose the 
ballot, although I myself would be pre- 
pared to see that done to-morrow, because 
I believe we shall never have a satis- 
factory state of things in an emergency 
unless we have the courage to enforce the 
| existing law. That, however, is not what 
| we are going to vote on, but on the ques- 
| tion that the obsolete machinery should be 

brought up to date. This is a vital ques- 
tion, and if I can get a teller I shall 
| divide the House. 


| 
| 





| The previous Question was put, whether 
the original Question be now put. 


Their Lordships divided :—Contents, 
31; Not-Contents, 90. 
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*THE LorD ARCHBISHOP OF CANTER.- | 
BURY: My Lords, this is a Bill of only | 
four clauses, to enable the Diocesan 
Documents to be preserved and kept in- | 
tact over the country. At present some | 
Acts of Parliament require deeds, ete., to 
be registered, but others omit the 
direction. The record of a great | 
variety of ecclesiastical documents is 
very imperfect, and every now and then 
some such record which is very much | 
wanted cannot be found. I will give 
your Lordships an instance of what I 
mean. In 1881 the then vicar of St. 
George’s, Bickley, in Kent, was appointed 
Dean of Wells, and the question arose in 
whose patronage Bickley was vested. It | 
was known that an agreement as to 
patronage had been signed by all parties | 
concerned, but no agreement could any-_ 
where be found. After five months of 
search and inquiry, and before the lapse, 
the signed agreement was ultimately dis- | 
covered amongst some old bankruptcy 
papers in a disused solicitor’s office. 
It is obvious that that is not a proper 
state of things. In the spring of 1898 
application was made to the Canter- , 
bury Diocesan Registry for a patron- 
age agreement relating to Christ 
Church, Beckenham, which it was stated | 
had been signed by all parties in 1876, but 
no trace of it could then be found in the 
registry or elsewhere. It had never 
been registered. This Bill proposes that | 
documents of this kind should in all cases , 
be registered. [ do net think it is likely 
to meet with opposition from any 
quarter, and I hope your Lordships will 
give it a Second Reading. 


Read 2¢ (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next. 


COLONIAL SOLICITORS BILL. 


read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed. 


MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD 
LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), with the | 
Amendments, and passed, and returned 

to the Commons. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL | 


[H.L. ]. 
Read 3 (according to Order): An 
Amendment made ; Bill passed, and sent | 


to the Commons. 


{2 Juty 1900} 


Lands Bill. 


VOLUNTEERS BILL [tit.]. 


Read 3% (according: to. Order), and: 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


214: 


MILITIA SERGEANT - MAJORS 
QUARTERMASTERS. 


Lorp BLYTHSWOOD: My Lords, I 


AND 


| bey to ask the Secretary of State for War 
| when he will give effect to his promise of 
conferring warrant rank on sergeant- 


majors of Militia; and when the 
additional allowance: for quartermasters: 
of embodied Militia will be authorised. 


THE Marqusess or LANSDOWNE: 


| As regards the first part of the question,. 


some time has necessarily been taken up» 
in considering the changes in-rates of pay 
and pension which will aecompany the- 
grant of warrant rank to. sergeant-majors: 
of Militia. We shall, I hope, very 
shortly be in a: position:to issue an Army 
Order on the subject. As regards the- 
second part of the question, the regulation 


|making the grant referred to to Militia 


adjutants and quartermasters has, [I 


| believe, already appeared. 


MILITARY LANDS BILL [u.1.}. 
Debate on Amendment moved after- 


Third Reading resumed (according to 
_ Order). 


Lorp THRING : With the permission 
of the House I desire to withdraw my: 


' Amendments to Clause 3 of this Bill, and 


I also wish to say a few words of explana- 
tion. The two Amendments in the 
schedule were important ones—one was to. 
allow persons injuriously affected by the 
scheme, as well as those actually in- 
terested in the land, to appear at the 


| public inquiry ; and the other was to allow 


landlords to obtain resumption of their 
land when required for building purposes. 
I hope the noble Marquess will have these 


| Amendments introduced when the Bill is. 


in the other House. I do not wish to. 


‘oppose the measure or to imperil it. 
| What I do wishis that what seems to be 


a new doctrine should meet with the 
disapprobation of this House—namely, 
the doctrine that in order to facilitate the 
passage of a Bill it is desirable that some: 
of the really substantial clauses should be 
wrapped in a cloud of generalities. I 
hope also that the House will express its 
strong disapproval of a new phraseology 
which has; grown up lately in Acts of: 
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Parliament which allows a Department to 
adapt actual enactments to the particular 
-exigencies of the case. 


Amendments, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Moved, “ That the Bill do pass.” 
THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 


(The Earl of Mor.ey): I must plead | 


guilty to being somewhat late in the 
criticisms which I have made, but I can 
.assure my noble friend the Secretary of 
State for War that it is not my desire to 
in anyway arrest the progress of this Bill. 
I fully realise the enormous importance of 
‘obtaining land for rifle ranges, and I re- 
cognise that cases may occur in which a 
recalcitrant landlord may prevent land 
which is absolutely necessary being 
acquired. 
friend’s attention to the condition in 
which Clause 3 leaves the House. It is 


practically taken from the Acts which en- , 


able parish councils to apply to county 
councils for power to hire land for 
allotments. The compulsory hiring of 
land is, with the exception of the 
provision in the Allotments Act, abso- 
lutely a new principle in legislation, and 
I regret that the conditions under which 
the compulsory hiring of land for rifle 
ranges is to be allowed are not more 
clearly expressed in the Bill. Clauses 9 
and 10 of the Act of 1894, which are 
incorporated in the third clause of this 
Bill, are extremely difficult to understand. 
In fact, if I may venture to say so, they 
are extremely bad clauses, and I would 
suggest to my noble friend that when the 
Bill is in the House of Commons an 
attempt should be made to remodel the 


clause. Allotments and rifle ranges 
are very different in character. 
It is a very different thing to 
give a parish council or a_ borough 
council power to hire compulsorily 
a few acres of land for allotments, 


-and to give public bodies power to hire a 
very large extent of country for rifle 
ranges. There are, ‘therefore, in the 
clauses which are incorporated, several 
provisions wholly inapplicable to rifle 
ranges, and at the same time there are 
omissions which, I think, the noble Mar- 
quess should give his attention to. The, 
omissions I refer to particularly are thosy , 
which were brought to the attention of | 
the House by Lord Thring and Lord | 


Lord Thrina. 


{LORDS} 


I should like to call my noble | 
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| Portsmouth. In the first place, there is 
' the question of those whose land is not 
| absolutely taken, but who may have land 
adjoining which may be injuriously 
affected. This question could hardly 
arise in the case of allotments. Therefore, 
I venture to think that, in addition to 
those whose land is actually taken, those 
whose interests are likely to be injuriously 
| affected should also have power to be heard 
by the tribunal before whom the question 
comes. In the case of hiring for allot- 
ments, leases are confined to a maximum 
of thirty-five years. Allotments do not 
occupy a very large track of country—a 
few acres at the outside; but in the case 
of rifle ranges a very large amount of 
country may be affected, and it is possible 
that the land may within thirty-five years 
become a very valuable building estate. I 
would ask the House whether it is not 
fair that, as owners of land hired com- 
pulsorily for allotments have power to 
resume possession in cases where, for in- 
stance, minerals are discovered, there 
should also be a power vested in owners 
under this Bill to appeal for the resump- 
tion of their land on other grounds. I 
would also suggest that if there is any 
difficulty in carrying this out the case might 
be met by the maximum length of the lease 
being reduced to twenty years. There is 
one other matter. In the case of allot- 
ments, as a rule, the originating local 
authority is the parish council. Whena 
parish council desires to hire land com- 
pulsorily for allotments, the first step is 
to apply to the county council for leave 
to do so. The county council institutes 
a local inquiry and ascertains whether the 
land has not been obtainable by agree- 
ment, and whether the opposition is or is 
not worthy of consideration. If they 
think fit they give the necessary powers. 
From the county council’s decision after 
the inquiry there is a further appeal to 


' the Local Government Board. I should like 


to point out that the preliminary inquiry 
is eliminated altogether from this Bill. 
I would empbasise what has fallen from 
Lord Thring as to the power given to a 
Government Department to adapt or in 
any way alter an Act of Parliament. I 
do not think that isa power which should 
be given to any Government Department. 
I hope that, in the passage of the Bill 
through the House of Commons, clauses 
will be enacted in the Bill itself which 
will show those whose land is to be taken 
exactly what the process is under which 
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it will be taken. 
more satisfactory than referring to two 
clauses in another Act which contain pro- 
visions that do not apply to military lands 
at all, and which omit several precautions 
which I think in this case ought to be 
taken. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
I hope the noble and learned Lord will 
not suspect that I complain of his tenacity 
in this matter. He has given us advice 
which has been useful, but I am afraid I 
am in a difficult position, because I have 
had expert advice from the noble and 
learned Lord, and I have had other 
expert advice which does not agree, and 
therefore I think I am entitled to the 
sympathy of your Lordships. I am re- 
luctant to accept the schedule proposed 
by Lord Thring, because there is an 
objection to including in an Act of Parlia 
ment what is in effect an epitome of 
other Acts of Parliament. I admit that 
there is a great deal to be said for my 
noble friend’s view that the form in 
which the Bill has been drawn is 
unnecessarily obscure. The best proof of 
that is that it has been understood 
differently by persons all of whom might 
have been considered capable of under- 
standing a complieated problem. I am 
willing to undertake that when this Bill 
is dealt with elsewhere an attempt shall 
be made to give effect to the views that 
have been expressed by the noble Lord 
the Chairman of Committees—namely, 


that instead of having recourse to this. 


power of adaptation we should re-enact 
mutatis mutandis the clauses in the other 
Act. I will also undertake that the two 
specific suggestions that have been made 
shall be considered-—namely, that owners 
of building land whose land _ has . been 
taken for the purpose shall have oppor- 
tunities of exercising the right of resump- 
tion under conditions more advantageous 
to them than those afforded by the Bill 
as it now stands, and that adjoining 
owners who may be injuriously affected 
by the creation of these rifle ranges shall 
have some means of obtaining compensa- 
tion. I trust we shall be able to meet the 


criticisms, which I readily admit are. 


reasonable criticisms, on these points. I 
hope we shall be allowed to retain com- 
pulsory power of hiring in the Bill, 


because it is immensely important that | 


rifle ranges should be provided, and it 


2 Juty 1900} 
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the power of some obstinate and unaccom- 
modating person who owned a small 
fragment of the necessary land to upset 
the whole scheme. 


THe Earn or PORTSMOUTH 
thanked the Secretary of State for War 
for the undertaking he had given that 
when the Bill was dealt with in the House 
of Commons the suggestions he (Lord 
Portsmouth) and Lord Thring had ex- 
pressed would be considered, and, if 
possible, given effect to. 


Lorp HERRIES: I do not think this 
Bill should be allowed to pass your Lord- 
ships’ House in its present unsatisfactory 
form on the chance of its being amended 
in another place. Why not postpone the 
Third Reading and have the Bill amended 
before allowing it to pass ? 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of HALSBuRY) : I would point out to 
the noble Lord that the Third Reading 
has been put and agreed to. The motion 
still pending is “ That this Bill do pass.” 


Lorp HERRIES: Then I object to 
the Bill passing, becanse it is in an un- 
satisfactory form. 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill passed and 
sent to the Commons. 


SCIENCE AND ART DEPARTMENT — 
BUCKLAND MUSEUM. 

THe Duke oF ABERCORN: My 
Lords, I beg to ask the Lord President 
whether any arrangement has been made, 
or is in progress, for transferring the eare 
of the Buckland Fish Museum to the 
Fishery Department of the Board of 
Trade, and for providing a permanent 
home for the museum: also why this 
museum, the bequest of which was ac- 
cepted by the Science and Art Depart- 
ment in trust for exhibition, is now closed 
to the public, and when it will be re- 
opened, 


THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 
Iam very sorry that the Board of Edu- 
cation, who have succeeded to the duties 
of the Science and Art Department, have 
been very much occupied recently in 
other matters, and have not been yet 
able to make any progress in the commu- 


would be a great misfortune if it were in! nications with the Board of Trade as to the 
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future disposal of the Buckland Museum. 
I hope during the recess, if not sooner, to 
resume those communications, and of 
course I can assure my noble friend that 
in the meantime no step will be taken to 
carry out the recommendation of the 
Select Committee, which sat a year or 
two ago, in regard to the removal of this 
collection. The museum has been tem- 
porarily closed owing to the demolition 
and re-erection of some temporary build- 
ings contiguous to the part of the gallery 
where the re-erection is to be made, and 
it became necessary to utilise the part of 
the gallery where the fish collection is 
housed during these operations. The 
museum has, I believe, again been opened 
to the public to-day. 


INDIAN FAMINE—RELIEF MEASURES. 


Lorp SANDHURST: My Lords, I) 


rise to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for India whether, in view of the unpre- 
cedented severity of the famine and the 
great distress which must for some time 
continue after the bursting of the mon- 
soon, the Government of India have in 
contemplation any extension of the system 
of relief beyond that laid down in the 
Famine Code. 


THE Eart oF ABERDEEN: Before 
the noble Earl replies I should like to be 
allowed to say that any announcement on 
the part of the Government in the direc- 
tion indicated in my noble friend’s ques- 
tion will be greatly. welcomed in the 
northern part of this kingdom, from which 
I come. As your Lordships are no doubt 
aware, there are a great many Scotsmen 
in India, and their friends in Scotland 
have received many private letters con- 
taining descriptions of the horrors of the 
famine more vivid than those published 
in the newspapers. The result is that in 
Scotland it is hoped, and even anticipated, 
that the Government may be contemplat- 
ing some action beyond what has been 
already announced. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE vor INDLA (The Earl of On- 
sLow): My Lords, [am not sure that I 
apprehend rightly the exact nature of 
the aim of the noble Earl who spoke last, 
but | rather gathered that he referred to 
some kind of grant from the Imperial 
Exchequer to assist the Government of 
India. The statement has already been 


The Duke oO} Lh ronshire. 


{LORDS} 


Relief Measures. 230 


made to Parliament that Her Majesty’s 
Government would come forward with 
assistance if they were satisfied that the 
resources of the Government of India 
were insufficient for the purpose. As far 
as we know at present those resources are 
sufficient for the great demands made 
upon them. Of course an enormous 
amount depends on the result of 
the monsoon which has just burst, 
and therefore it would be impossible for 
her Majesty's Government to give any 
promise or to foreshadow what their 
action might be until we know what is 
likely to be the condition of affairs during 
the coming rainy season. The Govern- 
ment of India have already far exceeded 
the prescriptions of the Code, which are 
elastic and not rigid, and have been 
adapted by the Government of India to 
the differing local requirements to the 
entire satisfaction of the local Govern- 
ments concerned. For example, in the 
Central Provinces a very large number of 
kitchens have been opened, which will 
feed all comers during the rains, and the 
aged and infirm will be relieved at home. 
The able-bodied labourers will be given 
local employment by the village head- 
men at the cost of the State wherever 
private demand for fixed labour is slack. 
Sixty lakhs of land revenue have been 
suspended out of the eighty-six demanded. 
This sum, added to the twenty-seven 
lakhs special advances and the thirty 
lakhs of charitable relief, will, in the Chief 
Commissioner’s opinion, secure active 
agriculture during the rains. Similar 
relief measures during the rains have been 
adopted elsewhere. In Bombay—the 
Presidency over which the noble Lord 
(Lord Sandhurst) presided with distine- 
tion in recent years—the Government are 
extending kitchens and gratuitous lists, 
and theyare granting to theryots advances 
for the subsistence of themselves and 
their labourers till next crop. They esti- 
mate twenty-five lakhs as the amount 
required for this, besides over sixty lakhs 
for seed and cattle. Of the Bombay land 
revenue only 192 lakhs out of 296 had 
been collected. In the Punjab the small 
farmers and labourers will receive sub- 
sistence allowances, and the revenue 
suspensions there are very large. The 
noble Lord asked me a question as to 
what are the estimates the Government 
of India have formed of the amount they 
will have to advance. These estimates, 
the earlier estimates, have been consider- 
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ably increased. In the Budget arrange- 
ments fifty lakhs of rupees have been 


allocated, but the Government of India 
recognise that this sum is insufficient, , 


and the requirements of the approaching 
season will be met by an additional 725 
lakhs ; accordingly the grants will be 
increased to an aggregate total of Rx. 
1,220,000. The Central Committee of 
the Indian Famine Fund have made 
grants aggregating (for British India 
alone) 50 lakhs of rupees. This is in ad- 


dition to the provincial charitable relief 


funds already at the disposal of the 
local Governments. I hope the noble 
Lord will see that the suggestion thrown 


out that advances should be made with 


no niggardly hand has been adopted by 
the Government ef India. No interest 
will be asked fer them, no part of them 
will be repayable for a year, and the 
provinvial Governments will have the 
utmost latitude te remit any portion of 
an advance they may think fit. 


COLONIAL STOCK BILL [H.1.]. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 


ing read. 


THe Eart or HALSBURY: The 
object of this Bill is to enable, under the 
proper guarantee of the Treasury, that 
stocks of certain colonies to be brought 
within the category of those stocks in 
which trustees may invest under the Act 
of 1877, and I beg to move that it be 
read a second time. 


Bill read 2* (according to order), and 


committed to a Committee of the Whole 


House To-morrow. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
past Seven clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


‘HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 2nd July,1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


IPUBLIN ELECTRIC LIGHTING BILL. 
(BY ORDER.) 


Order for Third Reading read. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. CAREW (Dublin, College Green) : 
After the very exhaustive discussion of 
this -Bill last week, I do not intend to 
occupy the time of the House more than 
afew minutes to-day. It will be in the 
recollection of hon. Members that the 
consideration of the Bill was carried at 
the close of the last debate by the 
narrow majority of thirteen. Since that 
date a special Committee, presided over 
by the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Colne, which was appointed for the pur- 
pose of considering Bills promoted by 
electric syndicates in the north of Eng- 
land to supply electricity to different 
towns, have come to a decision which has 
a very important bearing on the question 
before the House at the present moment. 
They considered, that while granting power 
to these syndicates, it was their duty 
to safeguard the rights of local authorities 
by providing that, where a local autho- 
rity shows its willingness to provide, on 
reasonable terms and within a reasonable 
time, a supply of electrical energy, it 
should not he subjected to the competi- 
tion of a private company. That proviso 
represents what the Committee regard as 
proper in the case of English and Scotch 
communities. I wish to know why Irish 
communities should be treated in a 
different manner. At the present moment 
the Dublin Corporation has got over the 
financial difficulties which prevented it 
from giving to its citizens that supply of 
electricity which they desired. The 
strength of the opposition to this Bill lies 
in the fact that the corporation has not 
up to the present given satisfaction to the 


consumers.- But it could not do so, be- 
cause it had exhausted its borrow- 
ing powers upon a water scheme 
which has secured for Dublin the 


best water supply to be found in the 
United Kingdom. But last year it set 
its house in order. It has already spent 
£89,000 in establishing a generating 
system, and that proved a failure simply 
because the amount of money invested in 
it was too small. To meet that difficulty 
the Dublin Corporation have now 
obtained further borrowing powers, and 
it has arranged for an_ enlarged 
scheme by means of which, when it is 
in full working order, it will be able to 
give a supply of electricity which, it is 
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hoped, will afford as much satisfaction to 
the citizens of Dublin as does the water 
supply at the present moment. The pro- 
moters of this Bill allege that the Dublin 
Corporation has already had sufficient 
time to make its supply a success. The 
reason it has been a failure, however, has 
been the inadequacy of its capital. That 
difficulty has now been got over, and I 
therefore ask the House to apply to Dub- 
lin the principle which its special Com- 
mittee has laid down in regard to English 
and Scotch schemes, and to reverse the 
decisions already given in favour of this 
Bill. If this Bill is passed you will have 
competing systems in Dublin, which must 
give rise to friction, as the corporation is 
the sole road authority. It alone has the 
right to pull up the streets ; it has estab- 
lished a drainage and water system ; it 
has laid cables underground, and by means 
of the further borrowing powers it has 
obtained it will now be enabled to estab- 
lish a full and complete system of electric 
supply. On the Second Reading of the 
Bill the hon. Member for one of 
the Divisions of Antrim, whose name: is 
on the back of it, argued in support of it 
that the new company would be enabled 
to supply the light on the same terms as 
those on which it was supplied by many 
other companies—namely, 4d. per unit. 
But that argument does not now lie in his 
mouth, because the result of one clause 
which has been introduced will be that it 
will have to establish a scheme under 
which the light cannot be produced at 
a cost of less than 6d. per unit. 
I think the House would be taking a 
very serious step in departing from the 
principle laid down by its special Com- 
mittee for safeguarding the rights of 
municipal authorities, and I therefore ask 
it to reject this Bill. 


*#Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg leave to second the motion. This is 
a Bill to incorporate a company under the 
name of the Dublin Electric Light Com- 
pany, with a share capital of £500,000 
and borrowing powers to the extent of 
£160,000, and it empowers such company 
to construct works, to break up the 
streets, and to supply electricity within 
the city of Dublin in competition with the 
corporation. I have no desire to detain 
the House unnecessarily with details 


{COMMONS} 
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principle underlying the opposition to this. 
Bill—a principle well worthy the atten- 
tion of the House. It seems: to me rather 
strange that in a House of 351 Members. 
the motion for the consideration of the 
report stage of this Bill was only carried 
by a majority of thirteen. I venture to. 
say that such a small majority is un- 
precedented, because the tendency of 
this House has always been to support. 
strongly the decisions of its Committees. 
It is admitted that this Bill is entirely 
without precedent, and I therefore 
contend that we are thoroughly justified 
in again asking this House to recon- 
sider its decision. It has so far been 
carried against the wishes and opinion of 
the Members for Dublin, and I maintain 
that Dublin is entitled to the same treat- 
ment as would be accorded to an English 
or Scotch city. Although we were 
defeated by a small majority we now 
appeal to the House for equality of treat- 
ment, on a matter which is non-political, 
for the city which we represent, because 
such a measure could not be passed for: 
any city in Great Britain. What has 
occurred since the last debate? <A 
special Committee of this House, 
which has been sitting upstairs to 
deal with various Bills seeking elec- 
trical powers, has adopted a 
resolution in further confirmation of the: 
principle that where a local authority 
shows its willingness to provide, on 
reasonable terms and within. a reasonable 
time, a supply of electrical energy, it 
should not be competed with by private 
undertakers. If that principle is good 
for England and Scotland, why should it 
not also be applied for Ireland ? 


*Mr. BROWN (Shropshire, Welling- 
ton): The hon. Member has not read the 
whole of the resolution. 


*Mr. FIELD: No; I will leave that 
for the hon. Gentleman. I assert that if 
competition is not to be allowed by 
private individuals against municipal 
corporations in England and Scotland, the 
same principle should be applied to Ire- 
land. In all English Eleetric Bills passed 
this session clauses have been inserted 
prohibiting the promoter supplying elec- 
tricity in competition with the local 
authorities. Yet this Bill will allow such 





because we have quite recently had 
a long debate on this subject. But I 
wish to point out that there is a great 


Mr. Carew. 


competition against the Dublin Corpora- 
‘tion. This would establish through legis- 
lation a particular exception as against 
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Dublin, which is not to be im any way 
protected against competition in the 
supply of electricity, although clauses 
are inserted for the protection of Rath- 
mines, Rathgar, Pembroke, and Clontarf. 
How is that to be justified? Assume, 
for the sake of argument, that the Dublin 
Corporation were now for the first 
time promoting a Bill with regard to the 
electric lighting of Dublin. What would 
be the position of the promoters of the 
Bill we are now discussing? They would 
not have even a locus stundi in this House. 
They would have no power to oppose the 
Corporation Biil. But here, because the 
corporation have already been exercising 
powers for the supply of electricity, they 


are now to be subjected to the competi-, 


tion of a private syndicate. Could any- 
thing be more extraordinary 1 
that there are broader grounds under- 
lying the opposition to this Bill. There is 
a great question of public policy involved. 
It will be generally admitted that 
that public policy in respect to electric 
lighting has been clearly laid down 
by the special Committee on Electric 
Lighting Bills, and by the House itself in 
the various Electric Lighting Acts which 
it has passed. That poliey has been in 
effect to constitute the local authority as 
the proper party to undertake the duty 
of lighting within its own district. 
That being so, I respectfully affirm that 


the question of determining such a point | 


of public policy should not be dealt with 
by a Select Committee. It should be 
left to the House itself, and that is why 
we are asking this House to reject this 
Bill. I quite admit that we are taking 
an unusual course, but then there are 
exceptional circumstances in this case, 
and I would suggest that no reflection 
whatever will be cast upon the Committee 
if its decision is reversed and the Bill 
now thrown out. This is the wrong 
time to pass such a Bill. The Corpora 
tion have obtained further borrowing 
powers which will enable them to carry 
into effect the plans of an eminent 
engineer for the proper supply of electric 
light. I also object in the strongest 
possible manner to public utilities being 
handed over to private companies, and I 
believe the House will vindicate the prin- 
ciple which has been laid down, that 


public utilities should be left in the hands | 
Therefore, I | 


of the ratepayers generally. 
am not in favour of the gas monopoly in 
Dublin, being as strongly opposed to it as 
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|are the promoters of this Bill, and I 
entirely object to permit a further exten- 
| sion of allowing a private syndicate to take 
| over a source of revenue whieh should be 
| devoted to the reduction of taxation. In 
| English and Scotch cities taxation is being 
| reduced because the municipal authorities 
have the ownership of the electric light, 
}and it is obviously unfair to the city 
‘and citizens of Dublin, who are already 
'so heavily burdened with taxation, that 
exceptional treatment should be accorded 
to that city, and that the revenue deriv- 
able from public utilities should find its 
way into shareholders’ pockets, instead of 
going towards the reduction of the rates. 
In conclusion, I will read a summary of 
the objections of the corporation to this 
Bill. They are as follows :— 


“1, There is no precedent for sucha Bill. 
| Such powers would never be granted in any 
English or Scotch town, against the local 
authority. 

“2. The Corporation have been providing a 
partial supply, and within a very short time 
will have a supply of electricity for the entire 

| city. 


I submit | 


“3. All the streets of Dublin are already 
occupied by sewers, water mains, gas mains, 
and many streets by the underground feeder 
‘cables of the electrical tramways, by under- 
ground wires of the National Telephone Com- 
pany, and postal telegraph wires, and the 
present Corporation electric light mains. 
When the Corporation system shall have been 
completed the opening of the streets by another 
lighting company would create an intolerable 
situation. 


“4, Capital invested by a local authority 
under the provisions of an Act of Parliament 
should be able to claim from Parliament that 
protection which Parliament always affords to 
capital invested by statutory. companies. 


“5. The passing of this Bill would be in dero- 
gation of the powers for self-government so 
recently conferred on Irish municipalities, and 
the execution, of the works thereunder would 
cause serious inconvenience and injury to the 
ratepayers of Dublin. 


“6. It is idle to contend that this Bill is pro- 
moted in the interests of the citizens of Dublin. 
The Corporation are the representatives of the 
citizens, and the election of its members is 
entirely within the control of the citizens.” 


For those irresistible reasons I beg to 
second the rejection of this Bill, and I 
trust the House will throw it out by 
a substantial majority. 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 


end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
| this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Carew.) 
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Question proposed, “That the word | and if the corporation was giving a good 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” supply he saw no reason whatever why it 
should have to buy out the company. 
*Mr. BROWN said{ that, speaking on Under these circumstances he hoped the 
behalf of the Committee which passed the House would confirm the decision of the 
reamble of the Bill, he had to ask the Committee. 
ouse to support the decision to which 


it came after a very considerable amount =Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): 


of labour. The hon. Member who I think we have every cause to complain 
seconded the rejection of the Bill had of the pertinacity with which this Bill 
referred to the resolution passed by the has been assailed at every step and stage 


special Committee presided over by the in its career. We had a division on the. 


hon. Baronet the Member for Colne. Second Reading, and those who, like 
But he did not quote the full terms, myself, knew the merits of the case were 
which set forth that the local authority not surprised to find that the Corporation 
must be prepared to give a full and of Dublin, backed and aided by the 


adequate supply of electric energy Freeman’s Journal, did their best to. 


for all purposes, and that, in the burke all inquiry and to stifle all discus- 
event of disputes arising, the question sion with regard to the merits of the 


should be submitted to the Board of measure, and to prevent the Bill going: 


Trade. The course pursued by the before the Committee. On that occasion 
opponents of this Bill in thus renewing the House was satisfied that the Bill had. 
their opposition at successive stages and sufficient merits to entitle it to go up- 
after the Bill had been carefully con- stairs, and by a majority of twenty 
sidered upstairs was most unusual. votes it was so decided. The Freeman's: 
The Committee, after full inquiry, Journal and the corporation, however, 
came to the conclusion that the watched the progress of the measure, and 
Dublin Corporation had practically done nothing could equal the disgust expressed 
nothing to carry out the powers it by them when the Committee, after full 
possessed in relation to electrical energy, consideration, found it was their duty to- 
and therefore an alternative company accept the Bill. It may interest the 
should be formed and authorised to give House to see the attitude taken up by 
the city and some of the out-townships a_ this combination of the Freeman’s Journal 
supply of electric light. A great deal and the corporation. The hon. Member 
had been said about the difficulties with for the Elland Division of Yorkshire 
which the corporation had had to contend, voted against sending the Bill upstairs, 
but there was nothing in the evidence to and it would seem to me that as he was 
lead him to believe that, if they had been to sit on an impartial Committee it would 
in earnest, they could not have overcome have been better if he had not voted on 
such difficulties. He did not believe that any issue in the Honse. In any event, 
any English corporation would have acted he then voted ayainst the corporation, 
in a like manner. If the Committee had and the Freeman's Journil attacked him 
thrown the Bill out they would have as follows—- 

given the Corporation of Dublin a ‘3ie, Teoveligan ts eupposed to be a Radical 
monopoly which was not njoyed by pat in this instance he wppears to have 
many corporations in England. The developed a hostility worthy of Sir Henry 
policy of Parliament, too, was against the Fowler to the Liberal principle of the muni- 
creation of monopolies. As to the ques- Se ne en of yo pam It is not a good 
tion of the roads, he might point out that ““8'"™"5 ous gay ane 

if the Dublin streets had to be broken up That is the way the Freeman's Journal 
for the service of the private company criticises the free action of Members. of 
the corporation could do the work at the this House. It is part and parcel of the 
cost of the company, so that no conflict system of tyranny which is never lost 
of authority would arise. They need not, sight of when that organ wishes to de- 
therefore, fear any difficulty in that re- stroy anything in which the Unionists 
spect. Then again, it had heen suggested | are interested, and in which the real well- 
that after a given period of years the cor- | being of the community is coneerned. I 
poration would have to buy up the: protest against criticism like that being 
system of the competing company. But levelled against a member of a Committee 
that was optional and not compulsory, | who was simply doing his duty. Them 
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hon. Members were obliged to come over 
from Ireland to take part in a division on 
the Report stage. Again the House 
affirmed the principle and confirmed the | 


-decision of its Committee, and the Report 


stage was carried bya majority of thirteen. 
The Freeman's Journal then said they would 
change the scene of operations to the 
other House ; but they have altered their 
mind, and although no circumstance has 
changed, we are now asked to reverse the 
decision of the House on the Second Read- 
ing, the decision of the Committee up- 
stairs, and the decision of the House on | 
the Report stage, and we are asked to do 
this without even any suggestion of any 
change of circumstances since the Bill 
was last considered. Interested as Mem- 
bers from Ireland are in having the pro- | 
cedure with regard to Irish Bills facilitated 
and cheapened, we have a right to com- 
plain of the way in which this Bill has 
been attacked and obstructed at every 
step. I should like to answer one ques- 
tion put by the hon. Member opposite. 
He asked what would be the effect of 
this Bill passing. The effect would be 
to relieve the people of Dublin from a 
most grinding monopoly. How has this 
power in the hands of the corporation 
been exercised? The Central Hotel in 
Dublin put up a gas engine because they 
could not get the power for electricity 
from the corporation. They had _per- 
mission from the corporation to make a 
subway under the street to other parts of 
their premises. The instant the cor- 
poration found that these people were 
going to run a wire along the subway to 
supply power generated by this gas 
engine, the permission for the subway 
was withdrawn. Irish Members will 

recognise the name of Todd and Burns, a 
leading drapery firm in Dublin. They 
are obliged to supply their electric light 

with their own engine because it is impos 

sible to get it from the corporation. But 

when they wished to connect their pre- 
mises on the other side of the street the 
corporation immediately threatened to 
take proceedings against them before the 
magistrates. In every way the corpora- 
tion have exercised their powers in the 
most tyrannical manner, and the desire 
is to get the traders of Dublin under 
their thumb in order to dictate the terms’ 
upon which they shall have their electric 
light. It is because of these things the 
promoters of this Bill have found it 
necessary to come before the House to 
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ask that the decision of its own Committee 
should be affirmed, and the Bill passed 
into law. It really is very amusing to 
see the course the corporation have 


adopted. Last year, when the cor- 
poration were interested in another 
Bill, a number of Members of this 


House were takem across the Channel 
to see the beauties of Ireland, and they 
were told that the only view in Ireland 
as to that particular Bill was in its favour. 
This year again, with the same purpose— 
there is no secret about it—the Associa- 
tion of Municipal Corporations were 
invited; they were entertained in a 
similar way by the Lord Mayor, and it 
was endeavoured to pledge them to 
support this Bill. There is an amusing 
scene reported in the Jrish Times of the 
Lord Mayor and the hon. Member for 
South Islington sitting after the dinner at 
the Mansion House. The Lord Mayor says, 
“The light is very good to-night,” and the 
hon. Member for South Islington, being 
obliged to praise the light the same as he 
would have to praise his host’s wine if 
asked a similar question, said it was re- 
markably good ; whereupon the Lord 
Mayor said there was no necessity for any 
Bill whatsoever. I think this red-herring 
business of trying to capture the Associa- 
tion of Municipal Corporations will, under 
the circumstances, fail. The association 
seems to have added a new maxim to the 
constitution—that corporations can do 
no wrong; but in the present case the 
Dublin Corporation have had this power 
since 1891, but have done nothing except 
spend £90,000, and the people of Dublin 
are still left without the means of having 
their houses lighted with electricity, which 
is one of the commonest facilities in every 
English town. Under these circumstances 
I cordially support the Third Reading of 
the Bill. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
bour): Ido not think the hon. Member 
opposite has paid a very high compliment 
to the House of Commons in the speech 
he has made. The whole of that speech 
was formed around a few expressions 
which, in his judgment, would excite and 
animate the hostility of this House against 
the Corporation of the City of Dublin. 
Time after time reference was made to 
the Unionists of Dublin. But this is a 
question which has nothing whatever to 
do with matters of politics. If you set 
up a scheme in competition to the cor- 
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poration, not only will you injure the 
Nationalist, but also the Unionist rate- 
payers of the city. Iam surprised, too, 
at the attitude taken up by the hon. 
Member who presided over the Com- 
mittee. It was his duty to defend the 
decision of his Committee when the Bill 
came to be reported to the House, but 
the moment he had done that I conceive 
his duty as chairman ceased; and to 
make such a speech as his on the Third 
Reading is to take a distinctly partisan 
attitude. But Ido not think he has im- 
pressed hon. Members with his know- 
ledge of how municipalities should be 
treated, or convinced the House that the 
Committee over which he presided gave 
a Bill of this importance that fair con- 
sideration to which it was entitled. 
What is the position of the citizens of 
Dublin? For the past eight or nine 
years there has been a partial scheme 
of electric lighting carried on by the 
corporation. It was an experiment ; 
it was only a partial scheme. The only 
feeling of dissatisfaction in the city was 
that the scheme was not a complete and 
thorough one extending to the whole of 
the city. But the corporation was not in 
a position to extend the scheme to the 
whole of the city, their means were 
limited; their borrowing powers were 
restricted; they had to wait to see 
whether the system they tried was a 
success, and they had also to wait until 
they could get additional borrowing 
powers. Last year those additional 
borrowing powers were obtained, and the 
corporation are now able to go on with the 
work. The very moment they got those 
powers they applied to the Local Govern- 
ment Board for money to carry out an 
extensive scheme of electric lighting. 
Practically the syndicate promoting this 
Bill appeared before the inquiry held by 
the Local Government Board, and gave 
evidence against the scheme; but, not- 
withstanding that, the Local Government 
Board approved of the loan to the cor- 
poration. The citizens of Dublin would 
not object to two rival companies 
competing with one another in sup- 
plying the electric light, but it 
is a wholly different thing when 
the citizens have to pay out of their 
own pocket for any loss occasioned 
to them by competition with the com- 
pany. The position with which they are 
now presented is that they will probably 
have to invest the money of the rate 
Mr. dAarrington. 
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| payers to buy out the syndicates. There 
| is no provision in the Bill to prevent this, 
| If the corporation goes on with its under- 
| taking simultaneously with the company 
it will not be a success, and the company 
have only to give as much trouble as will 
compel the corporation to buy them out. 
| Would any other city in the Empire be 
| treated in the same way? The hon. 
| Member for North Antrim knows that no 
| other city would be treated in that way 
| by this House. I do not wish to dwell 
very long upon this question, but I 
think the hon. Member will admit 
that there are very few corporations in 
the United Kingdom that have done as 
much during the last twenty years to 
develop their city as the Dublin Corpora- 
tion. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: 
there are very few like it. 


I admit 


Mr. HARRINGTON : At all events, 
what I contend is that you have no 
right to set up in the city of Dublin 
what you would not set up anywhere 
else. The Corporation of Dublin had 
to come to this House to extend the 
municipality to the various townships 
around the city. They endeavoured to 
establish gas works, but they were abso- 
lutely refused the powers, and the only 
way in which they could enter into com- 
petition with the gas company was by 
means of the electric light. Now it is 
proposed by this Bill to put the corpora- 
tion in competition with a new electric 
lighting company, but it is only a compe- 
tition against the ratepayers themselves, 
and on one side or the other they will 
| have to pay. If the company go on with 
their scheme the ratepayers will have to 
, buy them out eventually, and if the cor- 
poration proceed with their own scheme 
in competition with the company it may 
not be remunerative. I hope the House 
will not treat the citizens of Dublin as 
they have not treated the citizens of any 
other city in the Empire. 


*THe SECRETARY or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.): I am a citizen of 
Dublin, and a considerable ratepayer, and 
in that capacity I desire to say a few 
words to the House upon this Bill. I 
cannot conceive how it is possible for the 
hon. Member for North Antrim to intro- 
duce politics into this question. How 
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to shoot in the question of the Lord 
Mayor's salary? How 


be discussed calmly and on its merits ? 
I beg of the House not to be turned 
aside from doing what I think fair justice 
to the citizens of Dublin by any political 
red herring which might be drawn 
across their track. I speak solely as a 
citizen of Dublin. I have been asked 
over and over again how it came about 
that the Corporation of Dublin, with the 
powers they have had under the provi- 
sions of the Act of Parliament, have 
neglected their duty in regard to electric 
lighting, and how it came about that they 
had failed to give a proper supply. I think 
anyone who knows the city of Dublin can 
give a reason for that which will satisfy 
the House of Commons. 
said that the borrowing powers of the 
corporation were exhausted, and there- 
fore they had not the -apital. There is 
more in that statement than the House 
sees at first sight, for the Dublin Corpora- 
tion with its limited borrowing powers 
had to choose between a great scheme 
of main drainage, affecting the health of 
the citizens; between spending money 
on artisans’ dwellings or clearing insani- 
tary areas, and the giving of the electric 
light to a certain number of people. 
The Dublin Corporation may be all 
that the Member for North Antrim has 
stated, but I think the Dublin Corporation 
has exercised a wise discretion in deciding 
to purify the main drainage of the city, and 
build homes for the poor, ratherthan supply 
electric light. It is not for the reason 
which has been put forward that they 
had failed, but because the corporation 
had to choose between things which 
they deemed to be more pressing and 
more urgent than even the supplying of 
electric light. How does the question 
stand now! The Dublin Corporation 
went to the Local Government Board 
- and asked for an increase of their borrow- 
ing powers, and that is quite a common 
thing for English corporations to do. 
The Dublin Corporation were charged 
with a great sum of money borrowed for 
the waterworks some forty years ago, 
but they have now been relieved from 
that charge. 
loan of £275,000 sanctioned by the Local 
Government Board. Hitherto the cor- 
poration have been unable to proceed for 
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does the Freeman's Journal come into a | lack of funds which have been spent in 
case of this kind ? How does he manage | 


do all those | 
things come into a Bill which ought to | 


_ poration. 
poration, and is capable of improvement 
It has been | 


, Committee. 


They have just got a, 
the House they had to deal with general 
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another way. They have now managed 
to get released from charges which they 
could not avoid ; they have the money 
and they have got the scheme sanctioned ; 
and now this company proposes to come 
'in to do the same work and enter into 
| competition with them. Dublin is a poor 
city and it requires all the relief of the 
rates which can be given toit. It already 
makes a handsome revenue out of water, 
and I think it can also make a revenue and 
relieve the rates out of the electric light. 
That is, I think, a fair ground for the 
corporation to object to this Bill. In 
view of these facts, and altogether apart 
from politics—for politics ought never 
to have been introduced—I think a fair 
case has been made for the Dublin Cor- 
Dublin is not an ideal cor- 


but I will say—and I speak with a know- 
ledge of many local authorities in Eng- 
land—that I know of no corporation in 
England or Scotland which is contending 
against greater difficulties than the 
Dublin Corporation. It is a very poor 
city, and therefore anything which will 
relieve the rates is a very grave con- 
sideration for the city. Besides I wholly 
object two or three years hence, if these 
gentlemen get their way, to spend the 
rates of the city in buying them out, for 
that is really what it amounts to. I beg 
of the House to mete out to the Dublin 
Corporation the same treatment it would 
mete out to any English borough, and if 
hon. Members will only do that I am not 
afraid of the issue. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) 
said the case against the Corporation of 
Dublin was very much more doubtful 
than people would be led to suppose by 
just listening to the debate. In proposals 
of this kind he felt that t was absolutely 
impossible for them to get at the truth, 
and he did not think they were assisted 
even by the fact that they had had a 
speech from the Chairman of the Select 
It was said by the Member 
for the Harbour Division that the 
functions of the Chairman should be con- 
fined to what the House had relegated to 
the Committee, which was the question 


purely of the commercial and other 


merits of a particular proposal. But in 


principles, and it had been a puzzle to 
him more than once to know what broad 
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line they could lay down for their guid- 
ance in these matters. They had a debate 
in the House not long ago when there 
was a question of electric powers before 
the House, and they then got some 
light on the subject. He was not 
opposed to giving powers to private 
firms and individuals, because the supply- 
ing of electricity upon a large scale for 
commercial purposes was not like supply- 
Ing gas or water ; that was a matter which 
concerned the individual, but electric 
lighting fell in another category. The 
House had already laid it down as a prin- 
ciple that where a corporation was able to 
fulfil the duty of supplying the electric 
light—and this corporation claimed to 
fulfil that duty—-any private company 
should be prevented from interfering. 
That principle gave a broad line of 
guidance to the House, and unless they 
adhered to it they would fall into chaos. 
He was very glad that the hon. Member 
opposite had made those remarks, because 
it gave them some idea as to what the 
views of the Government were. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I said that I 
was not speaking for the Government, but 
I spoke only in the capacity of a citizen 


of Dublin. 
Mr. HALDANE hoped that the Presi- 


dent of the Board of Trade would give 
them the benefit of his great experience 
in dealing with private Bills, and if he 
did so he thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man would tel] them that it was better 
to adhere to the general principle laid 
down. Upon the broad principle that 
this Bill had nothing to do with municipal 
trading he was going to vote against this 
Bill, for it was contrary to the practice of 
the House, and he felt that they would 
be getting themselves into difficulties on 
future occasions, if they did not stick to 
the rule which had been laid down. If 
the House were dealing with an applica- 
tion from Edinburgh or from Birming- 
ham, and the views of those places had 
been made so clear as they had been in 
the case of Dublin, he had no doubt on 


which side Members would cast their 
votes. 
THe PRESIDENT or tae BOARD 


or TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon): 

The hon. Gentleman opposite has applied 

to me in regard to the general principle 

according to which the Board of Trade 
Mr. Haldane. 
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|act in such cases as this. 
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I have no. 
hesitation in saying that the general 
principle upon which we act is that where 
a corporation and a company applied for 
a Provisional Order we should certainly 
give the Order to the municipality and 
not to the company. That is the general 
principle, about which there is no dispute. 
But that is not quite on all fours with an 
application for a new supply, as in this 
case. I presume hon. Members opposite 
who oppose the measure will be prepared 
to admit that this would be carrying the: 
principle a great deal too far. It is 
said that the Corporation of Dublin 
have grossly neglected the  obliga- 
tions cast upon them by the Act, and 
that is alleged as ground of opposition 
to the measure before the House. Under 
the circumstances the company were 
bound to proceed by means of a Bill 
instead of a Provisional Order. The 
argument in favour of the Bill is that the 
corporation have had electric lighting 
powers for eight years, and have neglected 
to fulfil their duty. My hon. friend the 
Secretary to the Local Government Board 
says there is « good excuse for the 
corporation not having fulfilled its duty, 
and the reason he states is that the 
corporation wanted the money for some 
other purposes. But they deliberately 
refrained from raising the money which 
was required to carry out what was their 
duty under the powers they had obtained. 
I confess that if it could be shown that 
the corporation could not during all those 
eight years have raised sufficient money 
to perform their duty both as a sanitary 
authority and as promoters of the electric 
light—if that could be shown, then there 
would be some grounds for the argument 
put forward by my hon. friend. But I 
cannot myself believe that the position of 
the Corporation of Dublin with regard to 
their powers was so fecble as to render it 
impossible for them to obtain the money 
required for the purpose of carrying out 
their powers under the Electric Lighting 
Act as well as to perform their ordinary 


duties as a municipal corporation. My ° 


hon. friend has spoken about drainage 
works, the erection of artisans’ dwell- 
ings, and the clearing of — insani- 
tary areas carried out by the Corpo- 
ration of Dublin. But such work has 
had to be performed by every sanitary 
authority in the kingdom, and if they did 
not do it they were neglecting their 
primary duty. The people of Dublin 
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have complained of the way the corpora- 
tion have managed electric lighting. 
(Cries of “No, no!” ] Is it to be sup- 
posed that the people of Dublin are so 
stupid and wanting in common sense and 
knowledge of their own convenience as 
not to complain about not getting that 
supply of electric lighting which the 
corporation had undertaken, when the 
corporation were only supplying some 
215 persons? Is it contended that that is 
a condition of things under which the 
citizens of Dublin had no right to com- 
plain? In diseussing these matters we 
ought to consider them move from the 
point of view of the consumer. It is 
rather curious to remember what 
took place two years ago in regard to the 
Marylebone electric lighting scheme. 
There a company was already in existence, 
and the vestry applied for a Provisional 
Order to supply Marylebone with elec- 
tricity. And what did the company say ? 
The company said it was unfair to inflict 
upon them competition from a_ local 
authority, although they did not mind 
competition from another company. Now, 
in the case of Dublin, the boot is on the 
other leg. In Dublin the ratepayers say 
they cannot stand the competition of a 
private company. Although I do not 
speak upon this question as a member of 
the Government, yet, for my own part, I 
am prepared to support the Third 
Reading of this measure. 


Mr. HARRINGTON : Perhaps I may 
be allowed to correct a misapprehension. 
The Corporation of Dublin had not the 
power to borrow, to which the right hon. 
Gentleman has referred. Twice they 
promoted a Bill for power to allow them 
to borrow the amount of money which 
they had expended on their water supply, 
but their Bill was thrown out in the 
House of Commons, and it was only the 
year before last that they carried their 
measure. 
*Mr. RUTHERFORD 


(Lancashire, 


Darwen): Being a member of the Com- | 


mittee who sat on this Bill, I hope the 
House will bear with me for a very few 
minutes while I say a word or two on the 
merits of the Bill. The position is that 
the corporation of Dublin have already 
spent £90,000 upon electric lighting, and 
one of their own witnesses, Major Cardew, 
said that they ought to have made a profit 
with a full load. But the result was, 
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instead of making a profit, they had made 
a loss of £2,800, which has to be provided 
by the ratepayers of Dublin for what ?—to- 
give an inetficient supply of electricity to 
250 consumers. The Secretary to the 
Local Government Board has stated that 
this undertaking will be a profitable one, 
but if the Dublin Corporation cannot 
manage successfully electric lighting works 
with a capital of £90,000 how can we 
expect them to manage successfully an 
undertaking with a capital of £540,000 ? 
Besides it would not be right or fair to. 
overcharge the consumer of electricity in 
order that the rates might be relieved. 
Why should Parliament give this monopoly 
to the corporation when the supply is both 
bad and dear? Without going further 
into this question, I hope the House will 
decide the matter upon its merits. 
One word in regard to the Municipal 
Corporations Association. When the Bill 
was before the House last Tuesday that 
association sent a circular round which 
may have influenced a _ considerable 
number of hon. Members, but, so far as. 
my research of the records goes, this asso- 
ciation has never discussed the evidence 
given before the Committee at all. I 
might call the attention of the House to 
a previous circular issued by this associa- 
tion in regard to electricity Bills, including 
this very Bill. I submit that is exactly 
what has taken place in Dublin. Well, I 
‘an only say that, after hearing the 
evidence, that is the decision the 
Committee arrived at; and even the 
member of the Committee who differed 
from us, admitted that the Dublin Cor- 
poration had not done what they might 
or ought to have done. I hope in the in- 
terests of the consumer and the develop- 
ment of electricity, the House will confirm 
the decision of the Committee and pass the 
Third Reading of this Bill. I have madea 
research into the records of this associa- 
tion, and I find that it is only a very short 
time since this question of electricity has 
come before them at all. But the asso- 
ciation had issued a circular previously in 
regard to Bills before the House, including 
this very Bill. And what did they then 
say 1— ; : 

“It is submitted that in order to justify the 
granting of electrical powers to a private com- 
pany in any town already supplied by the 
ocal authority, it ought to be clearly shown 
that they have failed in their duty, or are not 
doing their best to develop the undertaking, or 
are negligent of or indifferent to the wants of 
the town.” 
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|[Hon. Members: No, no !] As one of the] and effective control of the management 
members of the Committee, I submit that | than when the managers are elected by 
that was the decision we arrived at ; and | the ratepayers who gain or suffer ! Where 
even the member who differed from us| you have everything done in public, with 
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‘admits that the Dublin Corporation had | 


not done what they could. I do hope, 
in the interests of the consumer and the 
development of electricity, the House will 
pass the Third Reading of this Bill. 


*Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) : It seems 
ito me that the course of this debate and 
the narrowness of the former divisions 
furnish justification for those who feel 
‘strongly, as many of us do, that to pass 
this Bill would be a calamity to the city of 
Dublin, and a very great infringement of 
the rights of the corporation of Dublin 
to ask once more the judgment of the 
House upon it. It is well that we should 
find what the governing principle is 
which should animate us in considering 
this’ Bill. I affirm it to be the settled 
view of the House that with reference to 
those public utilities, powers to exercise 
and take charge of which have been 
granted by the general law to munici- 
palities, these ought not to be interfered 
with. I donot say that there is a rule 
without exception; but the corporation 
ought to have the first chance at any rate, 
and a fair chance to discharge their duty. 
The President of the Board of Trade has 
pointed out that that is the rule of the 
Board of Trade with reference to com- 
peting applications. In all the Acts which 
have been passed lately there has been no 
case in which competition was allowed 
when the municipality came first, and that 
is a perfectly right principle to go upon. 
Those who talk of monopoly being an 
evil in the case of the Dublin Corporation 
suggest the very opposite to what I be- 
lieve has been accepted as a very sound 
principle. A corporation monopoly is 
not an evil monopoly, of which an invi- 
dious use may be made. It differs from 
a private monopoly, which is a monopoly 
for private gain trom thedischarge of public 
duties. A monopoly with reference to 
public utilities granted to a corporation 
with a popular organisation, such as now 


exists in Dublin, where there is the popular | 


control of a great city with a quarter of a 
million of inhabitants and 40,000 voters, 
is a monopoly of all for the benefit of all. 
It is not the monopoly of a_ few 
for their own private benefit at the 
expense of all. Where can you have 
the power of a more vigilant 
Mr. Rutherford. 


the people on the spot watching over the 
affair, the position is very different from 
the control exercised by a board of diree- 
tors of a private company. What is 
asked here? It is that the corporation 
should retain full municipal rights in 
respect to all that class of matters which 
involve interference with the arteries of 
the traffic of the city. It is of the 
greatest consequence that full considera- 
tion should be given to the question 
whether a scheme involves any inter- 
ference with the streets, as, for example, 
drains, trams in more modern times, 
water, gas, and electricity. All these 
things involve more or less interference 
with the streets, and that interference 
would be doubled or trebled if power 
were given to private individuals or com- 
panies to deal with the streets. More- 
over, it would render more difficult and 
remote that to which I look forward— 
namely, the creation of a great system 
of subways or conduits under the main 
streets for the enclosure of all the pipes, 
wires, cables, and so forth, the machinery 
of these public utilities, so as to pre- 
vent the constant breaking up of the 
streets. So there is a special reason 
why the corporation should have not 
merely the first chance, but the sole 
power over the streets, and why no 
additional power of interference with 
the streets should be given to a private 
company ; otherwise we shall have the 
corporation breaking up one side of the 
street and the private company the other 
—to the inconvenience of the public and 
the constant interruption of the traffic. 
Again, if a private company obtains such 
powers it only means that inevitably at 
some future time the corporation will, in 
order to regain full control of their 
own streets, and their own functions, 
have to buy out the company at a 
greatly added expense. Therefore, I 
maintain that unless a case is made out 
for altogether exceptional treatment, the 
Corporation of the City of Dublin have a 
| right to the opportunity of putting into 
|foree their full powers for the electric 
lighting of that city, unhampered by the 
| powers proposed to be given by this Bill. 
| Is there then any reason why you should 
‘not give to Dublin that which you give 


| to many other smaller and less important 
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towns? Dublin is the capital of Ireland ; 
its corporation is very ancient ; there are 
a quarter of a million inhabitants within 
its restricted limits, and 75,000 sleeping 
outside these limits; and the opinion 
of this House has been twice most em- 
phatically expressed that these 75,000 
ought to be enclosed within enlarged 
limits and merged in the electorate of 
the Corporation of that City of Dublin, 
which 1s now said to be incapable of 
managing its own electric lighting con- 
cerns. ‘There is no case here for excep- 
tional treatment An appeal was made 
by the hon. Member for North Antrim— 
which, I think, must have been heard with 
regret—to English and Scottish Unionists 
not to support the Corporation of the City 
of Dublin, but to vote for the Bill. I 
thought, if there was one thing more 
than another to which the Unionists, of 
whom the hon. Member claims to be one, 
had pledged themselves on hundreds of 
platforms here and in Scotland, it was 
that, although they would not grant 
political self-government to Ireland, they 
would give Ireland the fullest, freest 
municipel government—equal treatment, 
similar treatment, simultaneous treatment 
to that conceded to England. That was 
the pledge of the Unionists, and now 
these gentlemen call out for inequality of 
treatment, for a different treatment. 
{[Hon. MemBers: No, no!] The House 
will judge by what has been said, and 
will decide between the statements of the 
hon. Member below me, who was a mem- 
ber of the Corporation Committee, and 
those of the hon. Member for North 
Antrim. I say, then, that to act in the 
way proposed by this Bill would be 
contrary to the general practice, contrary 
to recent legislation, and to the manner 
of dealing with much smaller and less 
important municipalities. It would be 
an action, I think, unworthy of men 
who I am sure are honest Unionists, and 
who should be the last to do it in the 
special circumstances of this case. It is 
said, however, that the Corporation of the 
City of Dublin has shown its incapacity, 
and that it has been so incapable in the 
past that it ought to be pronounced im- 
potent for all time to handle such a 
business as an electric lighting concern. 
We ought not, I submit, to be very 
assiduous to enter into the question of 
whether the corporation have acted well 
or wisely under their powers. It may 
be very difficult adequately to deal with 
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|that question. We must always remem- 
ber that if Dublin has erred, it is Dublin 
that has suffered; if Dublin errs now 


it is Dublin that will — suffer. I 
look for a future’ when electric 
power will be very generally em- 


ployed, and the electric light put into 
many houses, and I believe it would be 
better.to give cheap electric light and 
power, and spread their use than te keep. 
up high prices and limit their use. We: 
ought to do all we can to promote the: 
adoption of the electric light. In Canada 
and America it is commonly employed im 
every town of any importance, but here 
its adoption has been slow and haphazard,. 
The conduct of the whole business of the 
practical utilisation of electrical energy,, 
especially in the development of electric 
lighting, is no great credit to the English 
nation, but rather one to be ashamed 
of. But I repeat that if Dublin 
goes wrong on that point of view it is 
Dublin which will suffer, and if Dublin 
Corporation keeps going wrong the 
citizens are well competent to make their: 
representatives, who are yearly elected, 
do their duty. Dublin, at any rate, 
did not err by waiting a long time 
It was one of the earliest corporations, 


to take up electric lighting while 
yet in its infancy in this country! 


It established a small plant at the cost of 
£30,000—these are facts which I gathered. 
as well as I could from the reports of the 
proceedings before the Committee. I do. 
not understand it to be denied that the best 
system and the best materials which were: 
then available were used and the system 
for some time was satisfactory in its. 
working though the extent was small. 
It was increased from time to time, but 
not to the extent which it might have 
been increased, owing to the limitation of 
the corporation’s borrowing powers. The: 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of the Local 
Government Board has pointed out that 
other things were being done by the Cor- 
poration at the same time. But they had 
been engaged in creating the Vartry water 
works at a much earlier date, and the 
money which might have been used for 
this purpose was so absorbed. £700,000+ 
-was deducted from their borrowing 
| powers, which £700,000, in the end, it 
| was acknowledged by this House, ought 
/not to have been deducted, so that 
| difficulty was, but only last year, re- 
/moved. In that state of the case the- 
| corporation, not being able to spend more,, 
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‘spent gradually up to the sum of £90,000, 
which was the limit to which they could 
:go. Then as to the quality of the light. 
‘In the first instance there was no com- 
plaint as to the quality of the light, but 
after some years it turned out that the 
cables that had been used, which had 
been purchased froma firm of the highest 
reputation, and which were supposed to 
be the best that could be obtained, from 
some cause failed; there was something 
wrong with the rubber casing or some- 
thing of that kind, and they failed more 


or less, and the light became unsatis- 
factory. The same thing happened with 
several boroughs here. <A couple of 


years ago plans were adopted to make 
this good, and somewhat to extend 
the system and bring it up to date; 
that was done, but there has been 
some misapprehension as to the cost. 
It was said that some £30,000 that had 
been spent had been lost by means of 
these defective wires and cables, but that 
is not the fact. I find the cables cost 
between £4,000 and £5,000, and that 
£26,000 or £30,000 was taken and mainly 
used for the purpose of utilising the 
most scientific knowledge and most 
scientific machinery in order to bring the 
extension up to date in accordance with 
modern ideas. No blame can be put 
on the corporation for those defective 
wires. Of course, while the decay was 
going on and new work and reorganisa- 
tion was in progress the disorganisation 
grew greater, and then it was ‘that that 
item grew up to which the hon. Gentle- 
man referred as a char ge upon the rates 
of £2,800 a year-—in “reality, of £2,800 
for one single year, 1899, at a time when 
the corporation was re-modelling the whole 
of the work, and the whole affair was in 
an impossible conditiox. But since the 
works have been re -modelled, confidence 
has been restored, and a considerable 
number of new subscribers have come in. 
As to the quantity of the supply it is 
totally inadequate. Nobody has said that 
it is sufficient to light the whole city, and 
the sufficient reason given for its being 
insufficient is that the corporation had not 
the funds to make it so, and that the 
want of lighting power is due to the 
want of borrowing power. It is also 
said that the price is too high, and that 
may be so, because where you have a small 
supply, youalways do have a higher price 
than you would with a large supply, 
because the fixed charges do not rise pro- 


Mr. Blake. 
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portionately with the increased demand, 
Therefore, you can supply a large number 
at a lower price per unit than you can a 
small number. And that is what Dublin 
wants to do, and is prepared to do, and 
that is what it is proposed by the pro- 
moters of this Bill to do. The hon. 
Member spoke of a charge upon the rates 
of £2,800 ; with regard to this I will give 
the House a few figures which I have 
drawn from the reports of the proceedings 
before the Committee. Since 1892 the 
Corporation has paid out of the profits, first 
of all the working expenses, then £1,000 
which they have put aside for deprecia- 
tion account, then over £10,000 for the 
interest on the construction loans, and 
over £10,000 more towards the sinking 
fund for redeeming the capital of the 
loans. So that over £20,000 has actually 
been paid out of the receipts in respect of 
matters which, in the case of a company 
with a share capital, would not have 
been chargeable, and thus a substantial 
dividend would have been realised. That 
is what the corporation has done apart 
from the rates. The rates paid during 
the whole eight years are less than 
£6,000, the whole of which, save £200, 
has gone in further payments to the 
sinking fund for the redemption of the 
loan. So that what the Dublin rate- 
payers have done is not to pay for the 
keeping of the works going even in the last 
year of disorganisation, but to pay £6,000 
towards the redemption of the capital of 
the loans raised by the corporation for the 
purpose of creating the works, and Dublin 
is so much the better off for every penny 
spent in that way. I have touched upon 
these questions, but really what we have 
to deal with is a later and altogether 
a different situation, the situation which 
obtained and existed at the time this 
Bill was applied for. What was it? 
It was acknowledged that the situation 
as before was a temporary one and 
could not last. It was not contended 
that the corporation could continue 
with only 250 consumers and eighty 
lights. It did not think so itself. It 
had twice made efforts to obtain relief 
from the limitation of its borrowing 
powers, and it made a third effort in the 
year 1899, and the real question is how 
things moved in that year. In the 
anticipation of this relief, on the 29th of 
March, 1899, the corporation called in a 
consulting engineer who has since been 
made consulting engineer to the works, 
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to prepare a scheme, and from that time | 


onward negotiations went on, and a 
scheme was being elaborated. In the 
meantime the Bill for their relief was 
going through Parliament. On the 9th 
of August the Bill received the Royal 
Assent, containing a clause striking out 
the charge in respect to the borrowing 
powers of £700,000 by a charge on the 
waterworks. They were therefore free 
to act on their scheme upon a large scale 
inthe month of September, and on 22nd 
September the agreement with the engi- 
neer was reported to Council. It was not 
until the month of November that notice 
was given of this Bill, so that the cor- 
poration, when they saw the prospect 
of obtaining these borrowing powers, 
had, even before the Bill passed, in 
the hope that it would pass, moved in 
this matter. Notice of this Bill, as I said, 
was given in November. What happened 4 
The expenditure being about a quarter 
of a million, application was made to the 


Local Government Board to sanction the | 
loan. There was the usual public inquiry | 


and the loan was opposed ; but it was 
sanctioned ; and tenders were invited with 
the most satisfactory results. The pro- 
posed charge per unit on the average 
between public and private lighting 
is about 33d., comparing favourably 
with the company’s valuation. It is 
plain, therefore, that the moment the 
corporation had the funds—and_ even 
in anticipation of getting the funds 
—they took such steps as thev could. 
They proceeded with due diligence, and 
they had their scheme in order long before 
this Bill came to Parliament. With regard 
to coal the generating station is at a con- 
venient point, and the price of coal there 
will be as cheap as anywhere in Dublin, 
and there is no reason why the corpora- 
tion’s plan should not result in their pro- 
ducing electric light as cheaply and as 
satisfactorily as it would be produced by 
any public company. The people of 
Dublin want their own electricity. Their 
council ask for it, and their members 
speak for it in this House. Then why 
should their aspirations be set aside, and 
4 company set up to do that which is 
pre-eminently the work of the corpora- 
tion, Is it because Dublin was so much 
earlier in this matter than other cities 
here that she is to be treated as a 
defaulter now? The question of de- 
fault has to be treated as at the 
time of the default; I show here that 
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the question of default does not now arise. 
Here Dublin has got the money, and she is 
ready to go on ; the problem was attacked, 
and the determination arrived at before 
there was any notice of this Bill. Is it 
to be said that that determination is to 
receive exceptional treatment? Is that 
the Unionist notion in England or Scot- 
land? Is it because Dublin has too 
much of this work to do? The Dublin 
Corporation has only got the water, which 
it does well. It has not got the gas, and 
it has not got the trams. It has only 
got the water and, as it hopes, the 
electric light, which it is now in 
a position to undertake—that is all. 
I suggest it would be a fitting thing 
for this House to leave the corpora- 
tion and the people of Dublin to deal with 
their own electric light, to let the Dublin 
people manage their own affairs according 
to their own desire. It is they who will 
gain by success, and it is they who will 
lose by failure. Let them take the risk, 
if they wish to take it, with a free hand 
and full responsibility. I believe you 
would do so if Dublin were in England or 
Scotland, and [ hope you will do so 
even though Dublin be in Ireland. 


*COLONEL HUGHES (Woolwich): The 
Local Government Board of Ireland, after 
an inquiry in which all interests were 
heard, lately granted powers to the 
Corporation of Dublin to borrow over a 
quarter of a million of money. That was 
done for the purpose of enabling the 
corporation to go on with their scheme. 
If we go against the decision of the Local 
Government Board in Ireland, we will ad- 
mit of proceedings which are very adverse, 
if not entirely ruinous, to the Dublin 
Corporation. I admit that the corpora- 
tion have been in default. They might 
have borrowed this money before, but 
whatever the fault previously to the powers 
for this loan being obtained, they had to 
prepare their plans and say how much 
money they would require when applica- 
tion was made for borrowing powers. 
That scheme was initiated before this Bill 
came before Parliament. The powers 
were granted to the Corporation of Dublin 
to enable them to goon. Iam bound to 
say if the Corporation of the City of 
London were in the same position, and if 
they had received the sanction of Parliament 
to borrow enough money to go on with 
the scheme, I do not think this 
House would allow the City of London 
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to be hampered in carrying out their 
views. I do not see, for my part, why the 
City of Dublin, which may have been 
dilatory in the past, should not have a fresh 
start. There has been no default since 
this loan was granted, and I see no 
reason to dispossess the corporation of 
their prior right to light their own city. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): It is 
stated that you are doing by this Bill 
what you would not do for any city in 
England or Scotland, but I repudiate 
that suggestion. I say that in my judg- 
ment the gravest injustice would be done 
to the ratepayers of Dublin generally 


unless this Bill is passed. Fancy an 
English city appealing to me as an 
Irishman under these conditions: “ For 


ten years 1 have covered the ground, 


and by the Statute of 1882 I 
have been able to shut’ out all 
competition. { have expended in these 


ten years £100,000 of the ratepayers’ 
money. How many of the ratepayers 
have I served of the quarter of a million 
people in my area ? I have served exactly 
250.” What right would any English 
municipality have to come to me and say, 
“Now will you, as an Irish Member 
exercising your vote in this House, see 
that no competition with an authority of 
that kind is to be tolerated until the end 
of time?” That is the sole position, and 


I say for myself that if any English cor- 
poration from Manchester to Leeds, and 


from Leeds to Bradford, having had the 
expending of £100,000 of the citizens’ 
money, and was only able to supply 250 
people in the interval, made such a request 
I would freely vote to allow some compe- 
tition to be introduced. My hon. friend 
the Member for North Longford has said, 
and said truly, that electric lighting isin a 
disgraceful position in the three kingdoms. 
Why? Because of this Act of 1882; 
because, instead of allowing competition 
and the free play of enterprise and capital, 
you said, “We will give it over solely and 
wholly into the hands of municipalities.” 
That was the policy Parliament laid down 
in 1882. You had to correct it in 1888, 
and you had to make a further correction 
in 1890. We have to take up this 
position—should there be free trade in a 
matter of this kind, or should there not 
be free trade? That is the whole 
question. I want to know what satisfac- 
tion it isto me to pay sevenpence to the 
corporation. If they were John Smith, I 
Colonel Hughes. 
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would kick against it. What satisfaction 


is it to me that it is the ratepayers” 
I want the: 


money that is being spent ? 
electric light for twopence-halfpenny—J 
do not care whether it is from the corpora- 
tion or anybody else. Then it is said, 
“Oh, if you grant this Bill you will have 
to provide £300,000 or £400,000 at some 
other time to buy out this company.” 
The only places where sums of money 
have been given to electric lighting 
companies to buy them out were places 
where the corporations had no rights at 
all. The companies started, and the 
corporations bought them out after 
they had been put on a good 
footing, and it was well worth 
their while to do so. What is the case 
here? They have got their own rights 
and their own powers. We are told that 
they have got the means of carrying it 
out. Why do they not carry it out, and 
why should not the citizens get the 
benefit on the one hand of the action of 
the corporation, and on the other hand 


of the action of the promoters of this. 


Bill?) I want to know the necessity for 
buying anybody out. Give them a fair 
field and no favour. If it is in the inte- 
rest of the corporation to buy them out 
let them do so. I do not see why a cor- 
poration, having spent £100,000, and 
prepared to spend £300,000, should be 
anxious to buy anybody out. The only 
other point [ wish to allude to is 
this: we are told that the corporation 
have now got a new scheme, and that the 
old defects were owing to the fact that 


' they started originally with no borrowing 


powers and with a small capital. I want 
to know, if I have any undertaking what 
business I have to get a monopoly if I have 
not the means of carrying that monopoly 
into effect efficiently. Why should the 
corporation begin such an undertaking 
upon a small capital? Would any mer. 
chant be listened to in such a case? Sup- 
posing I make nails or anything else, and 
{ begin with a small capital, and I claim 
that you should not let anybody inter- 
fere with me. Would that be listened 
to for a moment? Why is what is 
regarded as absurd in the case of 
an individual to be sacred in the case 
of a corporation? Why did they begin 
with insufficient funds! Why did they 
throw away £100,000 of the ratepayers’ 
money? If they threw away that sum, 
why should the corporation now be 
allowed to shut out anybody else who 
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are prepared to do better what they have 
failed to do? Before the corporation’s 
scheme can be carried into effect the per- 
mission of Pembroke township, through 
two miles of which the mains must run, 
must be got, and Pembroke township is 
fighting the corporation tooth and nail in 
the Committee of the House of Lords, 
and Pembroke will never give that per- 
mission. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R.; 
Elland): There is a clear understanding 
that Pembroke will withdraw its oppo- 
sition. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I should like to 
knew upon what grounds that clear 
understanding was given. Pembroke has 
been asked again and again to withdraw 
its opposition, and the solicitor for the 
Pembroke township said he would do his 
best in the matter. I have discovered 
that the same gentleman is also the 
solicitor for the Dublin Gas Company. I 
want to know also why is it that the 
most effective lobbyist—and I never knew 
a Bill to be lobbied as this has been—has 
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Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale): I desire to say a word in. 
support of the hon. Gentleman opposite. 
The promoters of the Bill are the Dublin 
Corporation. I have lived through the 
history of a kindred enterprise—I refer 
to the tramways of Liverpool. Exactly 
what occurred there is, I believe, what 
will occur in this case if this Bill is 
granted, and this company comes into the 
domain of the corporation. It will not 
be many years until, as in the case of the 
Liverpool tramways and the Birkenhead 
tramways, the corporation at considerable 
expenditure of the ratepayers’ money 
have to buy out the private company then 
in possession. This company is not a 
company of philanthropists. They do 
not go there for the purpose of conferring 
some gift on the citizens of Dublin. I 
think they go there with the idea of 
making money for themselves when they 
have created a successful concern. It is 
merely on that ground that I wish to 
speak strongly in support of those 
hon. Members who are opposing the 
Bill. I cannot sit down without 





been using his influence against this Bill?| saying that, as a strong Unionist, 
The statement of the hon. and learned | whether this involves the question of 
Gentleman opposite has been challenged | Home Rule or not, we should look at this. 
by the Member for the Harbour Division | as one of the matters which principally, 
as to the action of the corporation in| I would say almost entirely, concern the 
regard to the Central Hotel. All I have | Corporation of Dublin. Can it be supposed 
to say about it is that I have received a | for a moment that if Ireland had charge 
communication from that company myself | of her own local affairs Dublin would be 
hearing out everything the hon. Gentle- ' treated differently from any city in Eng- 
man opposite has said upon that subject. Jand? For these reasons I intend to vote 
I do not think, however, that this ques- against this Bill and to give what support 
tion should be considered from that point I can to the corporation. 

of view at all. I think we have now | 
arrived at much bigger issues. The 

question is whether this House will allow | 
Free Trade to be established where there 


Question put. 





has been in the past a total failure on the , 
part of municipalities to do their duty. 


Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Rt.Hn. A. H. 8.-(Hunts 
Barry, Sir Eyancis T.(Windsor 
Beach, Rt Hn W. W.B.( Hants.) 
Beaumont. Wentworth C. B. 





1174. 


AYES. 


Bigwoud, James 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 


House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 166.) 


168; Noes, 


Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 


_ Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


| Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Bowles, Capt. H. F.(Middlesex | 


Bowles,T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brown, Alexander H. 

Brymer, William Ernest 


Carvill, Patrick George H. 


Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke,C. W. Radclitte( Heref’d). 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 


| Courtney, Rt. Hn. Leonard H. 
| Crilly, Daniel 

' Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgw | Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 


Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 


Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) | Curzon, Viscount 


Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


VOL. LXXXV. [FourtH SERIEs.] K 


hag Sir Charles 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
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Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliott, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fergusson, Kt. Hn. Sir. J.(Mne’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 

Fry, Lewis 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Gibney ‘3 James 

Godson,Sir AugustusFrederick | 
Goldsworthy, Major -General 
<iordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
‘Graham, Henry Robert 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

<cunter, Colonel 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson; Sir Reginald 

Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Ranty, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Staffs) 
Hoare, EdwBrodie( Hampstead 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, W ee Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Aird, John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 


{COMMONS} 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnson-Ferguson,JabezEdw. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
comemge Hudson E. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lecky, RtHon William Edw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt Hn J (Kent) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
M: Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, ge 
Manners, Lord Edward W. 
Middlenore, J. Tiraumettia’ 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.J asper(Shropshire) | 
Morgan, W.Pritchard(Merthyr | 
Morris, ‘Samuel 
Morton, ArthurH. ay ey | 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) | 
Murray, ¢ ‘ol. W yndham (Bath) | 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. | 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Perey, Earl 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. Ti iebidibicebiaaias | 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 





NOES. 


Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clark, Dr. G, B. 

Crombie, John William 

| Daly, James 


Dalziel, James Henry 
| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir 


Sharles 
| Dillon, John 


Baird, John George Alexander | Donelan, Captain A. 


Baker, Sir John 

Bethell, Commander 
(Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Billson, “Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Broadhurst, Henry 


| Doogan, Pt. 
| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Duckworth, James 
| Dunn, Sir William 


| Emmott, Alfred 


Evans,SirFrancisH. (South’ton 
Evershed, Sydney 


Fardell, Sir T. George 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow 
Campbell- -Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 


FitzGerald, 


| Fenwick, Charles 

Field, W ‘illiam (Dublin) 
Sir R. Penrose- 
| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


| Fitz W ygram, General Sir F. 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
| Flavin, Michael Joseph 


| Fletcher, Sir Henry 
| Flower, Ernest 
! Flynn, James Christopher 


Gray, Ernest (West 
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Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Rankin, Sir James 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 
Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Rutherford, John 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon.Col.E..). 
Seton- Karr, Henry 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbyshire) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 


| Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 


| Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir Mk. J.M‘Taggart 


| Sturt, Hon. me an Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 


’estmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. laneak W.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir W. H. 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E.(Kent) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Tauntn 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn E.R.( Bath) 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Ww yvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Arthur O’Connor and 
Mr. William Moore. 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 
Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
fam} 
Gurdon, Sir WilliamBrampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, T. Charles H. 
Helder, Augustus 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holden, Sir Angus 


| Holland, William Henry 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, R. et 

Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Dav id Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Keswick, WwW illiam 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
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Llewelyn, SirDillwyn(Swans’a | O’Keeffe, Francis Arthur | Spencer, Ernest 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | O'Kelly, James | Spicer, Albert _ 
Lowles, John O'Malley, William | Steadman, William Charles 


Macdona, John Cumming Parnell, John Howard Stephens, Henry Charles 
MacDonnell,Dr.M. A.(Q’n’sC. | Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington Stevenson, Francis S. 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) | Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | Strachey, Edward 











Maclean, James Mackenzie | Perks, Robert William Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Maclure, Sir John William | Pickersgill, Edward Hare | Tennant, Harold John 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Power, Patrick Joseph Thornton, Perey M. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | Price, Robert John Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
M‘Dermott, Patrick | Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
M‘Ewan, William | Reckitt, Harold James Wallace, Robert 
M‘Ghee, Richard tedmond, John E.(Waterford) | Wanklyn, James Leslie 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) | Redmond, William (Clare) Warr, Augustus Frederick 
M‘Kenna, Reginald Rentoul, James Alexander Wason, Eugene ; 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) Wedderburn, Sir William 
Malcolm, Ian | Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Massey-Mainwaring,HnW.F. | Robson, William Snowdon Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants) | Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) | Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) | Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Morgan, Hn. F.(Monmouthsh. | Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) Woods, Samuel 
Murnaghan, George Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh | Wrightson, Thomas 
Norton,Captain Cecil William | Sharpe, William Edward T. Wyndham, George 
Nussey, Thomas Willans Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) | Sheehy, David Yoxall, James Henry 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | Sinclair, Capt. J.(Forfarshire) | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) | Smith, Samuel (Flint) Mr. Carew and Mr. Harring- 
0’Dowd, John | Souttar, Robinson ton. 

Words added. | Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 


P i ‘ | case ay Ww o , a 2, ] 
Main Question, as amended, put, and | C8° of the following Bill, referred on the 
| First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
agreed to. ab : ; : 

No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


Third Reading put off for three; [ondon, Walthamstow, and Eppin 


months. Forest Railway (Abandonment) Bill, 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
(BRIDGES) BILL. time. 

As amended, considered. PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 





: : ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
_Motion made, and Question proposed,| OUrRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
“That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be | Mir Sumac led weet the SU 
suspended, and that the Bill be now read | icieat Seen : f he mer ” r 
the third time.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) ee ee ee Oe ee eon 
i | Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, | case of the following Bills, originating in 
Rushcliffe): I wish to ask the hon. | the Lords, and referred on the First 
Member whether this motion has the | Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
approval of the Chairman of Ways and | not previously inquired into, and which 
Means. are applicable thereto, have been com- 


lied with, viz. :— 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : | POV) MO OM ; 
That is so. It may be taken for granted | ~* ‘lone Corporation Tramways Bill 
4Ords |. 


that all these motions standing in my ed _ , 

name have the assent of the Chairman of | South Shields Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
, | Withington Urban District Council Bill 
Ways and Means. | [Lords] 


uetion pat, andagrocd to. = | Ordered, That the Bills bo wes 
Bill accordingly read the third time, | seeond time. 
and passed. | 





| PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 

PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER | ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
62 COMPLIED WITH). | COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpeaKER laid upon the Table| Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of | Report from one of the Examiners of 


K 2 
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Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. : — 


London (St. Marylebone) Provisional 


{COMMONS} 


Business. 256 


| BURY AND DISTRICT WATER 

(TRANSFER) BILL [Lords]. 

GLASGOW BUILDING REGULATIONS 
BILL [Lords]. 

| GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYsS. 

BILL {Lords}. 


LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY 


Order Bill. BILL [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | eapeeiamnai °° igaahpiateea 


time To-morrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords] | 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE | 


THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 


the Lords, and referred on the First | 


Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill [Lords]. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill [Lords]. 
Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
SOUTH EASTERN RAILWAY 
{Lords}. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


BILL 


LINCOLN CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) 
BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; 
the third time. 


to be read 


PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND 
DEVONPORT TRAMWAYS BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


the Table) 


| PRESTON CORPORATION BILL [Lords], 


| RAMSGATE CORPORATION IMPROVE- 
MENTS BILL [Lords]. 


SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed, 


| 


| MARGATE CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
(BY ORDER.) 
| Ordered, That it be an Instruction 
|to the Committee on the Margate Cor- 
| poration Bill [Lords], to insert in Part 
| VIII., page 50, after Clause 97, a provi- 
/sion to the effect that the scheme for 
‘the establishment of a superannuation 
fund under this part of this Act shall 
not come into operation until it has. 
| been registered by the Registrar of 
| Friendly Societies under the Friendly 
Societies Act, subject to the provisions 
| of this part of this Act.—(M/r. Strachey.) 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BRIGHTON 
AND PRESTON UNITED DISTRICT, 
ETC.) BILL [Lords]. 

Read the third time, and 
without amendment. 


passed, 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No..13) BILL. 

PERTH AND PAISLEY GAS PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS BILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL 


LOCAL 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 | 


and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(Mr. Cald- 
well.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 


and passed. 


SHEFFIFLD DISTRICT RAILWAYsBILL 
[Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read | 


the third time. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 

VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (LRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (No. 15) BILL. 

As amended, considered ; to be read the: 

_ third time To-morrow. 
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BARRY RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
BILL [Lords]. | That they have agreed to— Local 
Reported [Preamble not proved]: Re-| Government Provisional Orders (Gas) 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be | Bill, without amendment. 


printed. z 
| That they have agreed to—North 

. : . | Warwickshire Water Bill and Widnes 

RAILWAY’ BELES (GEOUP %). ‘and Runcorn Bridge Bill, with Amend- 

Mr. DE TATTON EGERTON reported from | ments, 

the Committee on Group 7 of Railway | 
Bills, That Mr. Robert Cameron, one of | That they have agreed to—Amendment 
the members of the said Committee, was | to Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill 
not present during the sitting of the | [Lords], without amendment. 


Committee this day. | That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
| An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
| Orders made by the Board of Trade 

Ordered, That the Committee on Group | under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
7 of Railway Bills have leave to make a | and 1888, relating to Berwick-upon- 
make a Special Report in the case of the | Tweed, Harrow-on-the-Hill, Malton, the 
Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. | extension of the area of supply of the 
—(Mr. de Tatton Egerton.) | Midland Electric Corporation for Power 
| Distribution, Limited, Newhaven, Seaford, 


TRAMWAYS PROVISIONAL ORDERS | Lhbirsk, Totnes, Witney, and Woking.” 


Report to lie upon the Table. 





(No. 5) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments, and | 

Special Report [Provisional Orders con- | 

firmed ]. | 

Report and Special Report to lie upon | 
the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To- 
morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


(No. 7) Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, ‘“ An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under The Tramways 
Act, 1870, relating to Bredbury and 


'Romiley Urban District Council Tram- 


ways, Huddersfield Corporation Tram- 


ways, Hurst Urban District Council 
|Tramways, Kearsley Urban District 
Council Tramways, Prestwich Urban 
| District Council Tramways, Reddish 


ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments {[Pro- | 

visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered | 
To-morrow. 


EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL 
{ Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 


i force the Lands Clauses Acts.” 


Urban District Council Tramways, and 
Wigan Corporation Tramways.” Tram- 
ways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[Lords]. , 


Also a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act to con- 
firm a Provisional Order made by the 


| Board of Education under the Elementary 
| Education Acts, 1870 to 1899, to enable 


the School Board for London to put in 
Educa- 
tion Board Provisional Order Confirma- 


tion (London) Bill {Lords}. 


COVENTRY CORPORATION BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee | 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills 
(Section B), with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


HASTINGS CORPORATION BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee on 
Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills 
{Section A), with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act 


to confer further powers on the Bexhill 


and Rotherfield Railway Company.” 
Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway Bill 


| | Lords}. 


| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 277.] 
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TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 278.] 


PROVISIONAL 
(LONDON) 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 279.] 


BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
WAY BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


AMENDMENT 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition of the British Medical Asso- 
ciation, in favour, to lie upon the Table. 


INEBRIATES (SCOT- 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from New Barnet 
(five); and Moreton-in-Marsh; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 


Petition from Cambridge, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (Ng. 2) BILL. 


Petition in favour, from Hunslet Moor ; 


Burnley ; Middlesbrough (fifteen) ; Car- | 
Holling- | 
bourne ; Lazenby ; Dudley ; Great Mis- | 


> 


lisle (two); Ealing (three) ; 
senden; Halifax; Birmingham; Mon- 
mouth; Kilburn; Penygroes; North 
Ormesby ; Bridlington ; Hindringham ; 
Bourne ; Northampton ; and Leeds ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Balmaghie ; 
Enzie ; and Dundee; to lie upon the 


Table. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE 
SERVICE. 
Petition from Middlesbrough, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table. 
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| Petitions in favour, from Aston Manor ; 
| Burnley ; Middlesbrough ; Dudley ; Blaen- 
‘avon; Carlisle ; Lazenby ; Hatfield 
(three); New Barnet; Brierley Hill ; 
North Ormesby ; Penygroes ; Birming- 
ham; Kilburn; Batley ; and Hindring- 
| ham ; tc lie upon the Table. 
; SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Penygroes, in favour ; to 


lie upon the Table. 


' 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INDUSTRIAL TRAINING OF GIRLS. 


Copy presented, of Report on Indus- 
trial Training of Girls in separate and 
district schools in the Metropolitan Dis- 
trict, by Miss Ina Stansfeld, Assistant 
Inspector [by Command]; to lie upon. 
the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
RENTS). 

Copy presented, of Return of Judicial 
Rents during the month of November, 
| 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND). 
| Copy presented, of Ninth Report of the 
| Board, being for the period from Ist 
April, 1899, to 3ist March, 1900 [by 
| Command] ; to lie upon,the Table. 


WAR CASUALTIES (NON- 
COMBATANTS). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 21st May; Jr. Humphreys- 
| Owen]; to lie upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
| THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Lunacy.—Copy of Fifty-fourth Report 
of the Commissioners in Lunacy to the 
Lord Chancellor, with Appendix [by Act]; 
to be printed. [No. 246.| 


GAS ORDER CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL. 


| Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 


| ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
| in the Provisional Orders included in the 
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Gas Order Confirmation (No. 2) Bill.”— , 
(Mr. Ritchie.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 247.] 


PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS (AREAS 
TRANSFERRED). 

Copy ordered, “of Statement showing, 
in respect of each administrative county 
of England and Wales, the under-men- 
tioned particulars in regard to the areas 
(if any) which have been transferred to 
such county, and which form part of 
another county, for the purpose of Parlia- 
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—(Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice.) 


QUESTIONS. 
CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
POSITION AT PEKING. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can give the House any in- 
formation as to the legations at Peking, 
the composition and command of the 
relieving force, and its present position. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford) : Admiral Bruce, 
telegraphing from Ta-ku, at 4 p.m., 30th 
June, states that he has heard from the 
German Admiral that a Chinese runner 
three days from Peking, who arrived at 
Tientsin, 29th June, brought despatches 


saying that all Europeans were in great | 
distress, that the German Minister had | 


been murdered by Chinese regular troops. 


{2 Juty 1900} 


‘about 13,000 men. 


Questions. 262 


The total allied force available is now 
As the troops have 
been rapidly arriving we do not yet know 
what arrangements may have been made 
locally for the command of an expedition, 
but it has not yet been thought possible 


_ to attempt a further advance. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : Does 
the right hon. Gentleman say that tne 
advance from Tientsin has not yet 
started 1 


*Mr. BRODRICK: It has not been 
thought possible to attempt a further 
advance. 


THE YANG-TSZE PROVINCES. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether, with regard to the Yang-tsze 
Provinces, the Consuls have signed a 
declaration undertaking not to interfere 
so long as order is maintained by the 
Viceroys in those regions ; and if so, 
whether this declaration has been ratified 
by the representatives of the Powers at 
Peking ; and whether in view of the pre- 
sent state of affairs in China, he will 


| state what steps are contempiated for the 
' protection of British life and property in 


these provinces. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The Consuls have 


been in communication with the Viceroys, 


| who are quite aware that support will be 


given them by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in preserving order. It is 
obviously impossible that the represen- 
tatives of the Powers at Peking should 
be consulted, as no communications are 
passing with them. The senior naval 
officer at Woosung has full discretion to 
act where necessary. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—HOSPITAL 
AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS— 
COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 

Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury when he will be 
able to inform the House as to the con- 
stitution and terms of reference of the 
proposed Committee which is to proceed 
to South Africa and inquire into the 
arrangements for treating the sick and 
wounded. 


THE FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
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E.): I do not think I can make any state- | being printed, will show the names of the 


ment to-day. 
Gentleman will put down the question 
for Thursday. 


NEGOTIATIONS PRECEDING 
WAR — THE FIVE YEARS FRAN- 
CHISE. 


*Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can state on what conditions 
President Kruger offered a five years 
franchise before the outbreak of the war 
to the Outlanders in the Transvaal ; and 
whether he can also state what are the 
naturalisation qualifications and penalties 
in Austria, Russia, New South Wales, 
America, and England. 


Perhaps the right hon. | owners of all such vessels. 


I have no 
objection to furnishing the hon. Member 
with the names of the firms or individuals 
| who have acted as agents or managers for 


THE | the owners in their negotiations with the 


Admiralty. In regard to the last para- 
graph of tlie hon. Member’s question it 
would not be in the public interest to 
exclude all steamship owners or com- 
panies who occasionally communicate with 
the Admiralty through their represen- 
tatives who are Members of this House, 
| thereby excluding some whose fleets have 
| been invaluable to the nation. 


| Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
| E.): When will the Return be presented ? 
It is six months old already. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The conditions | 
of President Kruger’s offer are contained | 


in the Parliamentary Paper, South Africa, 
9521, page 44 and following pages. With 


regard to the second part of the question | 


I think that the excursion into compara- 


tive jurisprudence which I am invited to | 


make is somewhat outside my province. 


*Mr. FLAVIN: Is not the qualification | 


in Austria ten years? 
war with Kruger on the franchise ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


ADMIRALTY TRANSPORT CON- 
TRACTS. 
Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty if 
he will supply to the House a list of all 


those companies, firms, or persons from | 


whom the Admiralty have chartered 


steamers during the last twelve months, | 
and also the names of all those firms or | 


individuals who have acted as agents or 
managers for steamship owners in their 


If so, why go to | 


Mr. MACARTNEY: It is being 
printed. I should think it will be circu- 
lated very shortly. 


KOORN SPRUIT DISASTER — ROODE- 
VAAL ENGAGEMENT: LOSS OF THE 
DERBYSHIRES. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 

S.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 

State for War whether, having regard to 


'the announcement in the London Gazette 


negotiations with the Admiralty during | 


the same period ; and, whether he will | 


consider the advisability of declining in 
the future to negotiate or enter into con- 
tracts with those steamship owners who 
carry on their negotiations with the 
Admiralty through Members of this 
House. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) : 


Column 5 of the Return No. 184, ordered | 


by the House of Commons on 6th Feb- 


ruary last, giving particulars of vessels , 


engaged for the conveyance of troops and 


horses for South Africa, which is now > 





of the conferring of the Victoria Cross on 
four soldiers for their conspicuous bravery 
|during the action of Koorn Spruit, on 
31st March, 1900, with particulars of the 
| disposition of the troops on this field of 
‘battle, the War Office will now com- 
municate to the public the details of the 
disaster at Koorn Spruit, and respecting 
the officer in charge of the convoy when 
| the greater portion of the baggage column 
and five out of the six guns ot the leading 
| battery of the Royal Artillery were 
captured by falling into the ambush laid 
| for them by the Boers. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyNDHAM, 
Dover): I will answer this and Question 
43 in the name of the hon. Member. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 
Take them separately. 


No, no! 


Question 43 was as follows :—‘‘ To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War if 
he will explain why the account, now in 
the possession of the War Office, giving 
the details of the surrender of the 4th 
Battalion of the Derbyshire Regiment, 
has been withheld from publication.’ 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not prepared 
to anticipate by way of question and 
answer any exercise which the Secretary 
of State may see fit to make of his dis- 
cretion to publish despatches and reports 
on military operations. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
War Office publish the name before the 
General Election ? 


[No answer was given. | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I wished to | 
put Question 43, but as the hon. Gentle- | 
man does not appear to be in his place I | 


will put it to-morrow. 


*THeE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL- 
WitiiaMs, Birmingham): The question 
has already been answered. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I object to 
its being answered in the way it was. I 
will repeat it to-morrow. 


INOCULATION AGAINST TYPHOID— 
PURCHASES OF SERUM. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, | 


Tyneside) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War whether the medical 
expert at Netley Hospital who recom- 
mended the inoculation with so-called 
anti-typhoid serum of troops sent to 
South Africa has sold serum to the 
Government; if so, how many doses 
were purchased from him, and at what 
price ; and, whether the doctor has pecu- 
niarily profited by the sale of the serum. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE: Was any serum 
sold by this individual to the Govern- 
ment ¢ 


*Mr. I am _ informed 


WYNDHAM : 


there was no sale or profit from the | 


transaction. 


ARMY COMMISSIONS GRANTED 
WITHOUT EXAMINATIONS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if he can state how many com- 
missions in the Army have been, since 
the commencement of the present war in 
South Africa, granted to gentlemen who 
have not passed any military examina- 
tion, and on what principle of selection 
have these commissions without examina- 
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| tion been granted, and can he say out of 
| the total number of commissions thus 
granted how many have been given in the 
| Royal Engineers, Royal Artillery, House- 

hold regiments, Cavalry, and regiments 
| of the Line respectively. 


| *Mr. WYNDHAM: The numbers of 
/commissions granted without examina- 
‘tion are as follow :— Engineers, nil ; 
| Artillery, 266; Cavalry, 139; Guards, 
31; Infantry, 657; total, 1,093. Two 
commissions were offered to each bat- 
talion of Militia; the candidates were 
‘nominated by the commanding officers 
and recommended through the General 
| Officer commanding. In the Volunteers 
|a certain number were offered to each 
district, nominations resting with the 
General Officer commanding. A certain 
number were offere1 to the Universities, 
|the nominations resting with the Uni- 
| versity authorities. Commissions were 
offered to various colonies, the nomina- 
tions being placed in the hands of 
Governors in consultation with the Im- 
'perial Officers commanding the Colonial 
forces. Some were placed at the dis- 
posal of Lord Roberts. Promotions from 
the ranks to commissions were also 
made, some being recommended by Lord 
Roberts. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Can the 
hon. Gentleman say approximately how 
many promotions there have been from 
the ranks ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: We have not got 
‘the total number of promotions from the 
ranks. Fifty commissions were specially 
allotted to Lord Roberts in addition to 
any promotions he might recommend for 
distinguished services on the field. We 
have not yet got his recommendations. 


NATIVE LABOUR IN RHODESIA. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether Her Majesty’s 
Government has received from the 
British South Africa Company proposals 
for the further regulation of native labour 
in Rhodesia, and will he state whether 
the subject is now under his considera- 
tion ; and whether any Reports have been 
received from the Resident Commissioner 
in Rhodesia as to the condition and treat- 

| ment of natives under the British South 
Africa Company’s administration ; and, if 
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so, whether they will be communicated to 
the House. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The British South 
Africa Company have informed me that 
the administration of Southern Rhodesia 
is not yet in a position to submit its 
proposals. In December last I requested 
the High Commissioner to instruct Sir M. 
Clarke to furnish a report upon the 
recruiting of labour for the mines, but I 
have not yet received it, owing, no doubt, 
to the pressure of military questions and 
the difficulties of communication. 


RED CROSS SOCIETIES—PRUSSIAN 
KNIGHTS OF ST. JOHN. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if the 
attention of the War Office was called, in 
connection with the arrangements made 
with the Red Cross Society in 1898, 
which appear to have been continued in 
the present war, to the organisation of 
the Prussian Knights of St. John, and 
the nature of the co-operation and division 
of duties between them and the Prussian 
Military authorities in time of war; and 
whether the Secretary of State for War 
will move the Foreign Office to call upon 
Her Majesty’s Ambassador at Berlin for 
a Report upon the subject. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Yes, Sir, the 
attention of the War Office was called to 
this subject by the report of the British 
delegate to an International Conference 
of Red Cross Societies held at Vienna in 
1897, and the present organisation is 
based on that report. The Secretary of 
State will act upon the suggestion made 
in the second paragraph of the question. 


ARMY ORDNANCE CORPS—TERMS OF 
RE-ENLISTMENT. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether his attention has been 
directed to the cases of Privates Taylor 
and White, of the Army Ordnance Corps, 
who, having served seven years in the 
Army and five years in the Reserve, had 


completed their Army engagements, and | 
obtained this year, on re-enlisting into | 
the Royal Reserve, the usual bounty of | 
£12, and have since taken on to complete | 


the service of twenty-one years with the 
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colours ; whether he is aware that these 
/men, on re-enlisting for the purpose of 
serving out the full term of twenty-one 
| years, are now under orders to China, 
,and have been apprised that the £12 
_bounty which they received will be 
deducte 1 from their pay ; whether, as the 
former practice under which a man who 
served five or seven years with the colours 
and then went into the Reserve could 
not return to the colours for the purpose 
of serving out his time so as to be entitled 
| to a pension unless he repaid his deferred 
pay has been for some time abrogated, he 
‘can say on what ground it has been 
rescinded without notice to the men 
affected by the alteration ; and whether, 
having regard to the circumstances of the 
| case, it will be provided that Reservists. 
on re-enlistment will not be liable to. 
refund the sums paid to them as bounty. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
bounty of £12 was specially attached to. 
the engagement for one year’s service at 
home. Men re-enlisting for service at 
home and abroad to complete twenty-one 
| years’ service will have the advantage of 
| a pension at the end of their term. The: 
Secretary of State for War does not con- 
sider that such men are entitled to retain 

the bounty ; but the refund is diminished 
'by a deduction of £1 for each month 
| which they have served since their re- 
enlistment for home service. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Did these: 
men know that the bounty would be 
| taken from them 2? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Yes, 
that was one of the terms of re-enlistment. 
One of the conditions of re-enlistment for 
home or foreign service is that the bounty 
should be refunded. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 

hon. Gentleman see that in the future the 

War Office clearly notifies that in such 
cases the money will have to be repaid ! 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I 
think the notice is perfectly clear. I will, 
‘however, look into it, and if it is not, 
sufficiently clear I will see that it is made 
quite clear. 

RESERVE OFFICERS’ OUTFIT 
ALLOWANCE. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
'ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
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Office will he explain why, when all | The competitive examination announced 
officers of the Reserve rejoining under for last March was not held because the 
Paragraph 488, Clause C, of the Royal number of candidates who entered their 
Pay Warrant (whether ordered on active ) names was less than the number of com- 
service or otherwise), have been granted | missions offered for competition. 


an outfit allowance of £100 to cover the | mre 

expense of providing themselves with the | Major ASCH: As a hon. Gentle- 
necessary uniform, exception has alone ™#” has not answered the last paragraph 
been made in the case of officers of the of my question, I will put it again to- 
Royal Army Medical Corps, and will he ™OTOW: 
sy whether the word officer, used in Part) sip ipta OFFICERS’ ALLOWANCES. 


]. of the Royal Warrant, includes medical | : 

rela ' Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL.: I beg to ask 
re ye the Financial Secretary to. the War Office 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Outfit whether, seeing that the taking away of 
allowance will he granted in these cases. the 4s. per diem messing ailowance of 
Militia officers, formerly allowed them, 
_ during their annual training, and the sub- 
stitution of a sum of £100 bounty at the 
Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: I bee to | &XPitation of the period of embodiment, 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War entails aa “ married ee —_ 

if he will explain on what ground the ae compelled during the arose a 
examination of Militia officers for com- |“ regiments to keep: up two echablish- 
missions in the Army, which it was mente—the aod “7 os che — they 
announced several months previously “"° , seats adhmnesnt rca aeebiemanyiion eng 
would be held last March, was cancelled and families) a messing allowance can be 
; granted to those officers who are married 


about a fortnight before the appointed 5 ne . 
. 5 ‘ 4 
time, and may the announcement that a ™ addition to the embodiment bounty. 


Militia examination for commissions in| *Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
the Army will be held next September be | Secretary of State for War is unable to. 
regarded as definite; and will he say make a distinction between the married 
whether the War Office authorities will and unmarried officer in the direction 
be prepared to give definite information suggested in the question. 

as to the holding of this examination, yp SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
having regard to the fact that parents gooretary of State consider the propriety 
sent their sons at some expense to army | of reverting to the old system, seeing that 
wutors to prepare for an examination | these gentlemen are suffering a great 
which was announced to take place in hardship ? 7 oe 


March last and was not held, and to pre- cans , ss 

vent the impression that the examination *MR, J. PB OW ELL-WILLIAMS: The 

announced for next September will not Secretary of State has already fully 
considered the matter. 


be held, and that commissions will be 
obtained without examination. Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Then itis a 
case of very bad judgment. 


MILITIA COMMISSIONS — EXAMINA- 
TION. 


The following question on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper :— CHELSEA HOSPITAL. 
Mason RASCH (Essex, S.E.): To|, MR. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs): I 
ask the Under Secretary of State for beg to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is now in a position to War if he can state in general terms the: 
state whether Militia candidates doing qualifications required for election to the 
duty with their embodied battalions will Chelsea Hospital, and what is the amount 
be forced to pass a competitive examina- of the pension per diem mere rt 
tion in September; and, if so, in what those who are elected ; a ae 
subjects they will be ‘examined. pensioners are given any of the tobacco: 
confiscated by Her Majesty's Custom 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps my hon. | House officers ; and, if not, whether there 
and gallant friend the Member for the | is any reason for denying them a share 
South-east Division of Essex willallowme | in a luxury that costs the country 


to reply to his question at the same time. | nothing. 
| 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: In-pensioners are | in communication with other colonies for some 


selected from permanent out-pensioners 
of excellent character, who have been 
rendered incapable, through wounds or 


| 


time. New South Wales, Victoria, South 
Australia, and Queensland prefer to wait 
passing permanent comprehensive measure, 
No reply received from Tasmania and Western 


injuries resulting from Army service, or | Australia.” 


through other causes, provided they are 
over fifty-five years of age, or who are 


required for employment in the hospital. | 


The men are paid according to rank, but 


on admission they receive, as a rule, 1d. | 


a day, supplemented by 1d. a day out of 
the private revenues of the hospital ; their 
out-pension ceases. Tobacco is provided 
out of the private revenues derived from 
the Drouly legacy. The grant of confis- 
cated tobacco is confined tu cases in which 
the purchase of tobacco would otherwise 
be defrayed out of moneys voted by Par- 
liament. 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL 
—SUPREME JUDICIAL TRIBUNAL 
FOR THE EMPIRE. 
Mr. LYTTELTON 

Leamington) : I beg to ask the Secretary 

of State for the Colonies whether he has 

any information respecting the views 
of the Australian Governments as to 


“From Ear] Beauchamp. 
“ Dated 29th June, 1900. 


“Referring to my telegram of 26th June, 
additional judicial positions, my Ministers 
advise that Tasmania and Western Australia 
prefer permanent scheme.” 


In those circumstances, of course, Her 
Majesty’s Government will not proceed 
with the Bill which they intended to 
bring in for the purpose of providing four 
additional Judges ; but they will take the 
earliest opportunity of consulting with 
the colonies—including, of course, Canada 
and New Zealand—with regard to the 


establishment of a permanent Court. 


TOBACCO DUTY—ABANDONMENT OF 


(Warwick and | 


THE BUDGET PROPOSAL. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 


| beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer whether he is aware that a depu- 


tation, comprising the largest manufac- 


additional judicial appointments in con- | 


nection with the passing of the Federation 


Bill. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I informed 
the House at the end of the Committee 
stage of the Commonwealth Bill, in reply 
to a question from the right hon. Member 
for the Stirling Burghs, that I was in 
communication with the Australian 
colonies through the Australian delegates 
as to their wishes in regard to the pro- 
posed appointment of four additional law 
Lords, pending the consideration of the 
question of establishing a Supreme Court 
for the whole Empire. The delegates 
had given me to understand that the 
proposed measure should not be proceeded 
with, and that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment should as soon as possible in con- 
-sultation with the colonies, consider the 
larger question of a representative 
supreme tribunal for the whole of Her 
Majesty’s dominions. The delegates 
placed themselves in communication with 
the Colonial Premiers in regard to the 
matter, and [ have now received the 
following telegrams— 


“From Governor Earl Beauchamp. 
“ Dated 26th June, 1900. 


‘** Additional Colonial judicial positions. 


Prime Minister of New South Wales has been 


turers in the tobacco trade in Great 
Britain and Ireland, waited on the Chair- 
man of Inland Revenue to protest against 
the abandonment of the Budget proposal 
to limit the use of oil in the manufacture 
to 3 per cent. ; whether he is aware that 
honest makers, employing only as little 
oil as necessity demands, are injured by 
the character and style of their goods 
being imitated by a product in which as 
much as 18 per cent. of oil is intro- 
duced a3 an adulterant; and as this 
practice injures the manufacturer and 
causes a loss to the revenue to the 
extent of 6d. to 74. per pound, would he, 
if he received an assurance that such a 
measure would not be objected to, con- 
sent to reintroduce this session the safe- 
guards which he originally proposed. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  BerAacu, 
Bristol, W.): My attention has been 


' called to the circumstances referred to by 


| tobacco, and of the tobacco trade. 


the hon. Member, and although the 
figures given by him are those of an 
extreme and, I hope, quite an excep- 
tional case, yet the matter is one of 
undoulted importance to the interests 
alike of the revenue, of the consumers of 
I pro- 


| posed a elause to deal with the matter while 


the Finance Act of this year was passing 
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through the House, but did not press it, 
as objection was taken on the ground of 
insufficient notice to the trade. if I 
received such an assurance as the hon. 
and learned Member suggests I should be 
glad to renew the proposal this session ; 
but, in default of such an assurance, I 
feel myself bound by the pledge of the 
Leader of the House against proceeding 
with any fresh opposed business this 
year. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman postpone the Bill to 
enable us to ascertain if there is any really 
substantial objection ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I will con- 
sider that. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE ACT. 
Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask 

the President of the Local Government 

Board, having regard to the fact that 

under the Acts with regard to the housing 

of the working classes as they now stand 
no debate on the administration of the 

Acts can now take place on the Estimates 

of the Local Government Board, except 

on the narrow question of audit, 
whether, as the Bill now before the House 
as amended in Committee renders it 
doubtful whether such discussion is 
possible on the Estimates, he will insert 
on the Report stage provisions under 
which it may be possible for the adminis- 
tration of these Acts to be discussed 
annually on the Estimates of the Local 
Government Board. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHapir, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : Even if the pro- 
posal of my hon. friend were necessary or 
practicable for the purpose he has in view, 
[should not be in order in moving clauses 
on the subject without notice ; but I am 
not aware that there is anything in the 
Bill to render it doubtful whether a dis- 
cussion on the administraticn of the 
Housing of the Working Classes Acts is 
possible on the Estimates of the Local 
Government Board. That, however, is, 
I think, a matter for the Chairman of 
Committees to decide. 


LIQUOR LICENCES—BELGRAVE 
HOTEL, LIVERPOOL. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
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Home Department whether his attention 
has been drawn to the circumstances 
attending the transfer of a liquor licence 
in Liverpool on 21st June, in which the 
magistrates granted a licence to certain 
premises known as the Belgrave Hotel, 
situate in Bryanston Road, St. Michael’s, 
by way of transfer from premises in Ren- 
shaw Street, two miles away ; whether he 
is aware that the applicant admitted that 
he took the latter premises two months 
before, solely for the purpose of obtain- 
ing a transfer to the Belgrave Hotel ; and 
that a licence for this house had been re- 
fused year after year for many years, 
owing to the opposition of the inhabitants 
of the neighbourhood ; and seeing that on 
the same occasion the owners of the 
premises known as the Belgrave Hotel 
offered to surrender six licences which 
they held, on condition that a transfer 
licence was granted to those premises, 
and actually did so on the licence being 
granted, whether he proposes to take any 
action in the matter. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuite RIDLEY, Lancashire, Blackpool) :. 
I have made inquiry into this case, and: 
find that the facts are correctly stated by 
the hon. Member. The course taken 
by the magistrates appears to be within 
their discretion, with which I have no 
power to interfere; and I[ can take no. 
action in the matter. 


WEST SUSSEX POLICE RESERVE 
SCHEME. 

Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE, 
(Sussex, Horsham): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he has received an application 
from the Standing Joint Committee of 
the Administrative County of West 
Sussex for his approval of a scheme for: 
establishing a reserve class of superinten- 
dents, sergeants, and constables, consisting 
of men who, having completed their 
statutory period of service, are entitled 
to retire ona pension under the provisions 
of the Police Act, 1890, but who are 
willing to continue in the force if, in so 
doing, they incur no risk of forfeiting the. 
pensions to which they are entitled for- 
any causes other than those specified in 


‘Section 8 of the Police Act; if he is 
| aware of the difficulty which at present 


exists in finding suitable candidates for- 


\ police forces, and of the desirability of” 


| 
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retaining men of good character and of 
the requisite physical qualifications, who 
are, familiar with the work of police 
officers, and who are willing to continue 
their service beyond the statutory period 
of retirement ; and whether, seeing that 
the desirability of forming a similar class 
of reserve constables has frequently been 


Questions. 


brought to his notice, he will state the | 


reason why he has not hitherto seen his 
way to give his approval to the scheme 


submitted by the Standing Joint Com- | 


mittee after full consideration of the 
requirements of the administrative 
county, and of the best means of meeting 
them. 


*Smr M. WHITE RIDLEY: I see con- 


siderable difficulty in the proposal to_ 


‘create such a reserve Class as appears to 
be contemplated. I am, however, in 
sympathy with the general object of the 
proposal, but I think that, in order to 
‘carry out any such scheme, some modifi- 
cation of the provisions of the Police 
Act would be desirable, and this I am not 
prepared at present to introduce. 


MANCHESTER TELEGRAPHISTS— 
“SUPERIOR DUTIES.” 
Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8. W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 


4seneral, whether, although the Tweed-, 


mouth Committee cecided that tele- 
graphists performing superior duties for 
nine months should have duty pay, in 
order to avoid this concession at Man- 
chester properly qualified senior men 
have been removed from superior duties 
and placed under junior officers; and 
whether the Postmaster General will 
state whether the rule issued in that 
‘town, to the effect that no officer must 
act in a class above his own sufficiently 
long enough to claim duty pay, is issued 
with his knowledge and approval. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanbury, Pres- 
‘ton): It has been the practice at Man- 


ance by substitutes of the superior 


duties shall not be unduly prolonged in | 


individual cases. ‘This is done with the 
view of giving as many officers as possible 
the opportunity of qualifying, or show- 
ing their fitness for promotion. 
is no such rule in force at Manchester, or 
-elsewhere, as that indicated in the last 
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|paragraph of the hon. Member’s ques- 
| tion ; and as matter of fact the allowance 
| for the superior duties has been paid in 
|some cases. There are at the present 
| moment two officers at Manchester who 
| are drawing it. 


| POST OFFICE SICK REGULATIONS, 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if the promised rules, 
regarding temporary transfer to seaside 
and country offices of officers recovering 
from serious illness, have been drawn 
up, and if such transfers will now be 
allowed. 


Mr. HANBURY: As I explained on 
the 2nd March, 1899, the practice is 
limited to the following cases : -~ (1) 
Officers who have broken down or are in 
danger of breaking down from overtime 
performed either compulsorily or in 
response to a call for volunteers. (2) 
Cases among such officers of actual or 
impending illness which can be certified 
as being due to causes specifically at- 
tributable to the nature of the officers’ 
duties. 


DUTIES IN ALDGATE AND ED. 
POST OFFICES. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster (General, whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
members of the staff employed at the 
Aldgate and Eastern District post offices 
who are engaged upon counter work per- 
form 10 a.m. to 8 p.m., noon to 10 p.m, 
and 3p.m. to 11 p.m. duties, and in each 
case without relief for tea; whether, 
although a Parliamentary Return, pub- 
lished in 1898, stated that relief was given 
on the latter duty, the counter clerks are 
obliged to perform their duties whilst 
having their meals; and whether the 
Postmaster General will consent to allow 


relief to be given to all clerks performing 


more than eight hours duty. 
chester so to arrange that the perform- | 6 ; 


Mr. HANBURY: It is the case that, 
in consequence of great pressure of duty 
at the offices named, no regular period of 
relief for tea is just now being afforded 
to the counter staff ; but it is recognised 
that this should be provided for in the 
case of the officers whose attendance is 
being prolonged to ten hours; and 
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arrangements for the purpose are under | 
consideration. The circumstances do not, | 
in the Postmaster General’s opinion, call 
for an extension of the existing rules 
touching meal reliefs, but in special cases | 
additional facilities are afforded as far as | 
possible. 


SCOTTISH SALMON FISHERIES— 
BLACKSHAW BANK. 

Mr. SOUTTAR (Dumfriesshire): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether he 
is aware that five police officers of the 
county of Dumfries—namely, two inspec- 
tors, one sergeant, and two constables— 
were engaged for three days on the Black- 
shaw Bank, in the county of Dumfries, in | 
measuring the white fish nets of the fisher- 
men residing in the parish of Carlaverock, 
and in measuring the sandbanks on which 
the nets are placed, and in generally sur- 
veying the Blackshaw Bank for the pur- | 
pose of giving evidence on behalf of the | 
owners of the salmon fishings in the dis- 
trict of the river Nith in a civil action of | 
declarator against them by the said fisher- | 
men; and that two constables have 
recently been stationed at Glencaple for | 
the sole purpose of getting up evidence on | 
behalf of the owners of salmon fishings in 
said action; and whether he will take | 
the necessary steps to put a stop to the 
salmon owners being allowed to get the 
services of the police in a civil action with 
which the police have no concern. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. | 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am in- | 
formed that the two constables referred to 
performed the actual work of measure- 
ment, and are now stationed at Glencaple | 
for the purpose of inspecting the nets on | 
the direct request of the District Fishery | 
Board,with a view to the preparation of a | 
report to the Board. These two men are 
not ordinary constables, but are “ addi- | 
tional ” constables, employed by the police 
authority at the expense of the District | 
Fishery Boards within the county under | 


terms of Section 22 of the Salmon 
Fisheries Act, 1862, which gives specific 
power to district boards to “agree with 
the police committee of any county for 
the purpose of paying additional con- | 


stables for the better protection of the | 
fisheries in their district.” So far, there- | 
fore, as these men are concerned, the pro- | 


ceedings seem to have been perfectly | 


regular. The two constables were accom- | 
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panied by the senior officer of their 
respective divisions, and by a sergeant 
with local knowledge, these three officers 
being ordinary members of the police 
force. The Secretary for Scotland has 
frequently expressed his disapproval of 
the police being engaged in other than 
proper police duties. In the present case 


| he has asked for the observations of the 
| Standing Joint Committee on the prac- 
‘tice to which his attention has 
| directed. 


been 


GREENOCK RATE COLLECTION. 
Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg 


'to ask the Lord Advocate whether the 


action of the rate collector of Greenock 
in refusing to receive the poor rate unless 
the school rate was paid at the same time, 


|is according to the usual practice ; and, 


if not, will he have the matter looked 
into. 


'*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Local Government Board 
for Scotland that the collector accepts 
payment of the poor rate although un- 
accompanied by the school rate during 
the ordinary progress of his coilection 
but that, acting upon the opinion of his 
law agent, when a warrant is obtained 
and handed to an officer to be put into 
execution, the collector requires the 
payment of both rates. The Board con- 


| sider that in so acting he follows a proper 


course. 
Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: But is it 
legal ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : I shall 
be happy to look into that point, and will 
then give my opinion. 


CLONES POST OFFICE. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if the intention of the Department to 


abandoned ; and, if not, can he explain 
the reason why the work is not proceeded 


'with ; and can he say has the same de- 


cision been taken in the case of Monaghan ; 


| and, if not, why have no steps been taken 


to rebuild the post office there. 
Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 


General has not abandoned his intention 
to provide new post offices at Clones and 
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Monaghan as soon as suitable schemes can 
be put forward. At Clones a site in The | 
Diamond is now under consideration. At 


Monaghan a site in Church Square is | 


under consideration. 


CASTLEBAR POST OFFICE. 


Dr. ROBERT AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, what progress has been made 
with regard to the erection of a post 
office in Castlebar, county Mayo, the site 
for which has been purchased a consider- 
able time. 


Mr. HANBURY: A site for a new 
Post Office at Castlebar has not yet been 
purchased, but a proposal for the acquisi- 
tion of a site and the erection of a build- 
ing has just been received at the 
Treasury. 


DERRY CENTRAL RAILWAY. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary tothe Treasury if he is aware 
that the Belfast and Northern Counties 
Railway Company has given notice that 
they will not continue the working agree- 
ment with the Derry Central Railway 
Company expiring in February next ; 
will he state whether the Belfast and 
Northern Counties Railway Company 
have opened negotiations with the Trea- 
sury to procure to themselves a forced 
sale of the Derry Central line on foot of 
the mortgage debt due to the Treasury by 
the Derry Central Railway Company ; is 
he aware that such a sale, if carried out, 
would tend to destroy competition in the 
district ; and that complaints have been 
made of the Derry Central Railway Com- 
pany ; and that there is a feeling in the 
districts served against the management 
of the Derry Central line by the Belfast 
and Northern Counties Railway Company 
under their working agreement ; will the 
Treasury give reasonable opportunities to 
enable the Derry Central Railway Com- 
pany to arrange with other companies 
for the working of their line when the 
agreement expires, and not exercise the 
power of sale ; and will he, in accordance 
with the policy announced by him in 
1895, give a pledge that no sale of this 
line to the Belfast and Northern Counties 
Railway Company shall be carried out 
without full notice and free competition. 


{COMMONS} 





Mr. HANBURY: The statements in 
the first two paragraphs are substantially 
‘correct. But the Belfast and Northern 
Counties Company, while refusing to. 
continue the working of the line for 
another year on existing terms, have not 
refused altogether to continue it. [| 
have given the Derry Central Company 


_an opportunity of making a counter-offer, 


and [| shall be glad to consider any offer 
from other quarters. I am aware of the 
local feeling against the present arrange- 
ment. I am considering how far it would 
apply to the working of the line by the 
Belfast and Northern Counties Company 
as part of their own system, and whether 
effective competition can be expected in 
this district under any arrangement. 


AND WATERFORD TELEPHONE 
SERVICE 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY 


CORK 


(Cork): I 


, beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 


as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether continual delays are caused in 
the use of the trunk telephone between 
Cork and Waterford, owing to its passing 
through Dublin ; and whether it is 
proposed that this arrangement for tele- 
phonic communication via Dublin is to 
be a permanent one. 


Mr. HANBURY: A return of the 
trunk wire messages between Cork and 
Waterford for the months of May and June 
shows that the average time occupied 
from the receipt of the calls at the post 
offices until the subscribers-were put into 
communication with one another was 
slightly less than ten minutes. ‘The 
number of messages was less than one a 
day, and the provision of a direct line 
between the two places does not appear 
to be justified at present. In the two 
months the actual number of messages in 
both directions was thirty, and the average 
time occupied 9-9 minutes. 


LISTOWEL TELEGRAPHIC SERVICE. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that inconvenience and loss of time and 
money is caused owing to the fact that 
telegrams cannot be sent direct from 
Tralee to Listowel, a distance of only 
twenty miles, but have to be sent vid 
Mallow, Cork, and Limerick, a distance of 
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about 200 miles ; and whether, in view of 


the dissatisfaction caused by the present | 


circuitous route, steps will be taken to 
provide direct communication between 
Listowel and Tralee. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is not aware that inconvenience 
and loss of time and money have been 
caused through the present mode of trans- 
mission of telegrams between Tralee and 
Listowel, but he will have inquiry made 
and will see whether any improvement 
can be effected. 


POST OFFICE—FEMALE 

CLERKS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether female clerks in the Post Office, 
Dublin, forfeit £10 a year in salary on 
being transferred from London, their 
hours and duties being equal with their 
colleagues there ; whether men clerks are 
subject to any similar deduction ; and 
whether he can explain the reason for this 


PUBLIN 


exceptional treatment of Irish female 


clerks. 


Mr. HANBURY: The maximum of 
the Dublin scale is £10 less than the 
maximum of the London scale; and 
women clerks who are transferred (at 
their own request) from London to Dublin 
and are in receipt of pay in excess of the 
Dublin maximum sustain a loss to the 
extent of such excess. Men clerks would 
be treated in the same way under similar 
circumstances. 


IRISH POOR LAW HOSPITALS— 
INSPECTION. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : | 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is , 


aware that union general hospitals and 
union fever hospitals in Ireland are in- 


pected and reported upon by lay in- | 


spectors, and can he state what qualifica- 


tions these gentlemen possess for the dis- | 
charge of this duty ; is he aware that the | 
Irish Workhouse Reform Association and | 
the Irish Medical Association strongly | 


recommended that those hospitals should 
‘be inspected by professional men; and 
will he see that effect is given to those 
recommendations. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
VOL. LXXXV. [FourtH SERIEs.] 
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| Central): The inspection of workhouses 
in Ireland, as in England, is under the 
general inspectors, who report on the 
state of the buildings, the cleanliness, 
order, discipline, the keeping of the 
books, the finance, and the compliance 
with the general regulations by the 
| several officers in every department, in- 
cluding the hospital wards. It would not 
be practicable to exclude these wards 
from the general inspectors’ authority, but 
when any questions as to medical treat- 
ment arise, or where any inquiry has to 
be held wherein medical knowledge is 
required, a medical inspector makes a 
special inspection or holds any inquiry on 
oath that may be necessary. The ques- 
tion of assigning this work to a special 
medical inspector appointed for the pur- 
pose is under consideration. 


| COUNTY MONAGHAN WORKHOUSES. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
| aware that the County Council of Mona- 
ghan recently passed a resolution in 
favour of the amalgamation of work- 
houses ; and whether he will direct the 
Local Government Board to hold an 
inquiry in the county of Monaghan with 
a view of ascertaining what workhouses 
might be closed there. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The resolu- 
tion referred to has been received. The 
Local Government Board are in communi- 
cation with the county council on the 
subject. 


FAIR RENTS IN COUNTY CORK. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether a number 
of applications to have fair rents fixed in 
|the Bantry and Castletown Berehaven 
unions have been postponed one year and 
'a half ago in order that the revising 
| officers of these unions may revise the 
valuations ; and what is the cause of the 
delay in connection with them. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In twenty- 
five cases from the Union of Castletown- 
| Bere applications to fix fair rents were 
| adjourned in January last, as it appeared 
| that in each of them there was no separate 
tenement valuation for the lands which 
| were the subject of the fair rent pro- 


ia 
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ceedings. In these cases a revision of bers of the Royal Irish Constabulary are 
the valuation was necessary to enable | stationed at Holyhead; and, if so, with 
the Court to comply with the provisions | what object; and, will he state what 
of Section 55 of the Local Government they are paid, and whether the cost of 
Act of 1898. The necessary revision will | maintaining them at Holyhead is thrown 
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be made by the Commissioner of Valua- 
tion during the present year. There 
are no cases of this kind now pending in 
the Bantry district. 


GRANGE CELEBRATIONS AT DOWN- 
PATRICK. 

*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he has 
received a letter from the Deputy District 
Master of the Orangemen of Lecale, 
residing in Downpatrick, repudiating the 
statement that it has been the ordinary 
practice to prevent the Orangemen walk- 
ing through Irish Street ; whether he is 
aware that they have been in the habit 
of going through Irish Street, Down- 
patrick, every 12th of July, and that on 
Pretoria Day the street was decorated 
with loyal flags and illuminated ; and will 
he explain why the demonstration, which 
was composed of loyalists of all classes, 
was prohibited by the police from mani- 
festing their joy at the success of the 
British arms in South Africa. 


Mr.G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
Apart from the statement of the Deputy 
District Master, the information before 
me is to the effect that the Orangemen 
have not been in the habit of marching 


upon Ireland. 


Mr. G.. W. BALFOUR: Only one 
member of the constabulary is stationed 
at Holyhead. He is engaged on ordinary 

| police and detective duty, which. includes 

the arrest of absconding criminals, the 
detention of stolen property, and the 
various other duties incidental to an im- 
portant port in constant communication 
with Ireland. His pay and. allowances, 
which are at the usual rate,.are paid from 
the Constabulary Vote. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Are any 
British policemen stationed in Ireland 
and paid for out of the Irish funds ? 


Mr. G. W.. BALFOUR: I do not see 
how that could be. 


R. I. C:—RECRUITING FOR SOUTH 

AFRICAN SERVICE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Royal 
Irish Constabulary recruits are being 
raised and trained for police service in 
South Africa ; and, if so, out of what fund 
is the cost taken. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The answer 


to this question is in the negative. 


through Irish Street every 12th July. | 


Last year, it is true, they did so, but | 


this was the only occasion for a number 
of years past on which they passed through 
the thoroughfare. Irish Street was par- 
tially decorated on the 5th June. Inee 

hardly say there is no foundation what- 


ever for the statement in the last para-| 


graph. 

Mr. FLAVIN: When did the Irish 
people adopt Pretoria Day as a national 
holiday ? Is there any authority for it ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


IRISH CONSTABULARY AT HOLY- 
HEAD. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : And do I 


understand they will not be so- trained ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Yes. 


RELIGIOUS SERVICES AT’ ARKLOW. 
| Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to. ask the Chief Secretary 
| to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
| his attention has been cailed. to the action 
of the Rev. Mr. Hallowes in insisting 
upon conducting a Protestant service: 
close to a public meeting in. Arklow on 


|Sunday, the 24th of June; whether he 


|is aware that the rev. gentleman had 
| been warned beforehand that his action 
_ would be likely to cause a breach of the 


| 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to | peace, and that he was permitted by the 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether two mem- 





| Inspector in charge to carry on his pro- 





ceedings ati the police barrack while the: 
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meeting was being held, to the annoy- | Lieutenant of Ireland whether in the 
ance of the public and to the Catholic | changes proposed to be introduced in the 
members of the force; and whether the | methods by which national teachers 
Irish Government will take steps to pro- | are paid any provision will be 
tect the people of Arklow from such | made for national teachers in  work- 
practices of the Rev. Mr. Hallowes. |house schools; whether he is aware 
|that many boards of guardians have 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: My attention hitherto made to their teachers a payment 
has been directed to the proceedings at | corresponding to the results fees in 
Arklow on Sunday, the 24th June. The ordinary schools, and that the National 





‘ rev. gentleman had previously been re- Board of Education has assisted the 


quested by the police not to sing or preach | guardians to establish this method of pay- 
while passing the meeting referred to. ment by requiring their inspectors to 
Notwithstanding this, however, he did | report on the answering of the individual 
march through the streets and close up| pupils in the workhouse schools in the 
to the meeting, his followers singing the | same manner as in ordinary schools; and. 
while. A breach of the peace being whether, as this willin future be no part 
imminent, the police moved him and his | of the duties of the inspectors, and it will 
party, for their own safety, to the barrack therefore not be possible for the guardians 
square, in which they continued to carry | to continue to pay results fees, some pro- 
on their service free from interference vision will be made to prevent the work- 
and where neither the public nor the | house teachers suffering loss by the pro- 
police were affected by it. The police | posed change. 
had a difficult duty to discharge on the | 
occasion, and they discharged it with tact! Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This matter 
and efficiency. has already been considered by the Local 
Government Board on a resolution passed 
*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Can|by the board of guardians of Limerick 
the right hon. Gentleman say what was| Union proposing that the teachers of 
the character of the meeting ? workhouse schools who have hitherto 


hoe s 'been paid results fees from the rates 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It was called’ should be given increments to their 


during the time divine service is usually 


annual salaries to compensate them for 
held. any loss arising from the abolition of the 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Have results system. The Local Government 
Catholic clergymen ever disturbed Board informed the guardians that they 
Protestant meetings in this disreputable do not consider that a fixed increment to 
sanner ¢ the salaries of the teachers in workhouse 

schools should be made by the board of 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That guardians in lieu of the results fees 
does not arise out of the question. hitherto given from the rates upon the 

‘certificate of the Board of National 

IRISH TEACHERS’ RESULT FEES. Education, but that they would be pre- 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the pared to consent to a bonus equal to the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant average of the past three years results 
of Ireland if he can state what is the fees being given to the teachers after 
amount of the deficit in the results for each examination if the report of the 
the year 1899 in District 58; and what inspector upon the school was in every 
effect such deficit will have on the future Tespect satisfactory. 
income of this district. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This question| ATHKEALE QUARTER SESSIONS. 
will be brought before the Commissioners) Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
at their meeting to-morrow. Perhaps the | ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
hon. Member will repeat it on Thursday. Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 

tion has been directed to the action tried 
NATIONAL TEACHERS IN WORK- at quarter sessions in Rathkeale, on 15th 
HOUSE SCHOOLS. June, in which Laurence Hartnett sued 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to Head Constable Hyland, of the Royal 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | Irish Constabulary, for false arrest and 


L2 
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imprisonment, and obtained a verdict of | Member will furnish me with the names 
£20 damages ; whether he is aware that | of the parties to the proceedings men- 


the learned county court judge in charg- 


ing the jury commented on the conduct | 


of the head constable in dragging the 


| 


plaintiff out of bed, handcutfing him, and | 


marching him off to prison, although there 


was no evidence against him ; and whether | 


it is proposed that the costs of this action 


and the damages in which this head con- | 
stable has heen mulcted be paid out of | 


the public funds, or that the head con- 


staole be recouped from the public funds | 


for these costs and damages. 


as stated in the first and second para- 
graphs, except that it is not true that the 
judge stated there was no evidence 
against the plaintiff. I may observe, 
however, that the judge has since written 
to the Inspector General stating “ that 
although the defendant may have been 
technically wrong he acted absolutely 


tioned I will endeavour to have the case 
identified. 


IMPRISONMENT OF SYLVESTER 


DWYER. 
Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that a man 


named Sylvester Dwyer is at present 


undergoing a sentence of eighteen years 
in Maryborough Prison ; whether he can 


omit | state for how long Syivester Dwyer has 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The facts are | 


been in prison ; and whether, in view of 
the feeling that exists in Dwyer’s inno- 


_cence and of his long imprisonment, steps 
| will be taken for his release. 


right in the interests of justice and order. | 


He arrested one who he had full reason 
to believe had committed an outrageous 
Whiteboy crime in a rather disturbed 
district. I would most earnestly recom- 


mend and pray that the State will see | 


this first-class officer harmless from all 
pecuniary loss and otherwise.” The head 
constable, having lodged an appeal to the 
assizes, the question referred to in the 


last paragraph will not be considered until | 


the case has been disposed of. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION AS 
MEDIATORS. 

Mr. MACALEESE: [ beg to ask the 
‘Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Irish Land Com- 
mission on being applied to by a former 
tenant to act as mediators under Section 
47 of the Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, 
the usual statutory notice of such applica- 
tion having been served by the 
said Commission npon the landlord, and 
he having failed to give notice within 
the prescribed time of his objection to 
such application, have power to extend the 
time allowed for lodging such objection ; 
and whether the landlord, being prevented 
by disability from lodging his objection, 
it is competent for another person to do 
so on his behalf. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It 
possible to answer this question upon the 
information given ; if, however, the hon. 


is not. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The case of 
this convict was considered by the Lords 
Justices so recently as the 18th June, 
when it was decided that the law should 
take its course. He will have completed 
thirteen years of his sentence on the 14th 
instant, and will be eligible for release in 
the ordinary course in January of next 
year. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say why the law did not take 
its course in the case of Lord Kenmare’s 
bailiff, who only did eighteen months out 
of twenty years ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury for information as to the course of 
business, and especially as to the class of 
Estimates that will he taken. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: As regards to- 
morrow, we begin Committee on the 
Tithes Bill, and I imagine that will not 
be concluded the same evening. On 
Friday I propose to take the Scotch 
Estimates which I had intended to take 
last Friday. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
When will the Vote for the House of 
Lords Offices be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can give no 


pledge as to that. 
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Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, W.R., Shipley): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he can state 
when the Admiralty Vote for Propelling 
Machinery will be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot give a definite answer at present, 
but [ hope to be able to take the Vote 
on Friday week. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford, 
W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can state approxi- 
mately when the remaining Irish Esti- 
mates will be taken, and whether the 
new rules of the Board of Primary 
Education in Ireland will be published 
before the Irish Education Vote is taken ; 
and whether he can see his way to 
arrange that the Second Reading of the 
Irish Primary Education Bill and the 
Irish Intermediate Education Bill will be 
taken during the same week as the Irish 
Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that the suggestion of the hon. Member 
will be acted upon, and the rules will be 
published in a separate Paper, which I 
trust will be in the hands of hon. Mem- 
bers before the Education Vote is taken. 
As regards the second paragraph, I will 
endeavour to meet the convenience of the 


hon. Members, but I am not at present | 


in a position to give an absolute pledge. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say approximately 
when the new rules will be laid on the 
Table ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Very’soon, I 
hope, but they are not yet in their final 
form. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: They ought 
to be in the hands of hon. Members some 
few days before the Vote is taken. 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 
Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, having regard to the | 
fact that the Central Chamber of Agri- | 


culture have called a special meeting of | 
the council to consider the amended form | 
of the Agricultural Holdings Bill, he will | 
defer the Report stage of the Bill until | 

{ 
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| the House has the advantage of any fur- 
| ther suggestions from the chambers. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was understood 
| to reply that this was not possible. 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee ; 
, Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 248.] 
Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
| Committee to be printed. [No. 248.] 


Bill, as amended, recommitted to a 
Committee of the whole House for 
Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
274.] 


MILITARY MANCEUVRES BILL {Lords}. 

Read the first time; to be read « 
second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 275.] 


RESERVE FORCES BILL [Lords. | 

Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 276.] 


NEW BILL. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS. 

Bill to grant money for the purpose of 
certain local loans out of the Local Loans 
Fund, and for other purposes relating to 
local loans, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Hanbury and Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 

“To grant money for the purpose of 
certain local loans out of the Local Loans 
Fund, and for other purposes relating to 
local loans,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 
280. ] 





HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 


As amended, considered. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The first Amend- 


ment in the nume of the hon. Member for 
South Islington is out of order. Th 
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Bill is a Bill to amend Part III., of the: 


Housing of the Working Classes Act, but 
he proposes to amend the whole Act and 
also to alter the incidence of taxation, 
which cannot be done at this stage. 


Sik WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, | 


Ilkeston): I beg to move the new clause 
which stands in my name, and I[ do so 
with the object introducing into this 
Bill some means by which it may be 
possible to obtain enforcement of the 
provisions of the Act in many rural dis- 
tricts where it is now neglected. In 
drawing up the Amendment I have 
carefully followed the wording of the 
Act of 1890, although I have introduced 
some slight modification in the last 
portion of the clause, so as to give to 
the medical officer and _ ratepayers, 
under certain circumstances, power 
to call the attention of the central 
authority to the neglect to put the Act in 
force. I think this is necessary, because, 
as the right hon. Gentleman has shown us 
on more than one occasion, although very 
large powers exist, there is no provision 
whatever to secure their enforcement, 
and they are indeed seldom if ever put 
in force in many districts where we have 
a scandalous condition of housing in exis- 
tence. Bad housing is consequently 
allowed to go on to the detriment of the 
health of the locality and of the morals of 
the people. If this Bill is to become 
Operative, if it is to have greater force 
than the Act of 1890, we must strengthen 
it in some way and give someone the 
power of drawing the attention of the 
local authorities to their default in carry- 
ing out the intentions of the Legislature. I 
believe that in a question like this affecting 
the public health no more suitable officer 
could be found toe undertake this duty 
than the medical officer of health, and 
although in many rural districts such an 
officer holds his position on a very in- 
secure tenure, and is only too often paid 
a comparatively small salary for the per- 
formance of very responsible duties, I am 
sure the House will feel that he is the 
proper official to discharge this task. I 
am quite aware that while the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill may be 
willing to accept the first and second 
portions of my clause, he may object to 
the third, on the ground that it brings in 
the interference of the Local Government 
Board. In order te meet that objection 
I would suggest that the enforcing 


Mr. Speaker. 
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authority should be the county council, 
and I have no objection whatever to the 
county council being substituted for the 
Local Government Board in the third 
portion of this clause, so that the pro- 
vision will then run that, upon representa- 
tions made by not less than four house- 
holders to the medical officer of health for 
the district to the effect that the conditions 
of housing then existing are dangerous 
to the public health, the medical officer 
shall inspect and report, and the county 
council shall take steps to see that the 
Act is put in force in the event of the 
necessary action not being taken by the 
local authority. I believe that some 
such provision would make the Act 
more efficient. I do not think we can 
too strongly deplore the impotence of 
the Act of 1890, seeing that in most 
rural districts it has had no effect what- 
ever in improving the housing of the 
agricultural poor. It is in order to en- 
sure that the local authority in such dis- 
tricts shall do its duty that I propose 
this clause, and I repeat that I think 
the county council may wisely and 
properly be introduced as the enforcing 
authority. 


tb 


New clause— 

“(1) It shall be the duty of the medical 
officer of health of every rural sanitary district 
to represent to the local authority of that dis- 
trict any parish or other area within that dis- 
trict where danger arises to the health of the 
inhabitants of such parish or area from the in- 
sufficiency or unwholesomeness of the existing 
supply of lodging-houses for the working 
classes. 

“(2) If in any rural sanitary district any four 
or more householders living in or near to any 
parish or other area in such district complain 
in writing to the medical officer of health of 
that district that danger arises to the health 
of the inhabitants of such parish or area, or of 
such district, from the insufficiency or un- 
wholesomeness of the existing supply of 
lodging-houses for the working classes in such 
parish or area, he shall forthwith inspect the 
same, and transmit to the local authority the 
said complaint and his opinion thereon ; and, 
if he is of opinion that danger does arise as 
aforesaid, shall represent such parish or area 
to the local authority ; but the absence of any 
such complaint shall not excuse him from the 
duty of making a representation under Sub- 
section 1 of this section where necessary. 


“(3) If within three months after receiving 
the said complaint and opinion or representa- 
tion of the medical officer, the local authority 
declines or neglects to take any proceedings to 
pat this part of the Act in force, the house- 


‘ holders who signed such complaint may peti- 


tion the Local Government Board for an 
inquiry, and the said Board, after causing an 
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inquiry to be held, may order the local autho- 
rity to preveed under :this part of this Act, 
and such erder shall be binding on the local 
authority.” —(Str Walter Foster.) 

| 


—brought up, and read the first time. | 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the clause be read a second | 
time.” | 


THe PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHaPLin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : The clause of my 
hon. friend is divided into three parts, | 
and as to the first two I have, as he has 
said, no objection whatever, although, in 
my Opinion, it is altogether unnecessary, 


for I am advised, and indeed I am satis- | 
fied, that, with one exception, everything | 
proposed to be done. in those two para-| 


graphs of the clause can be done under 
the existing law. The hon. 
gave, as I think, a somewhat curious 
reason for this clause. He said that the 


local authorities had undoubtedly got | 


very great and extensive powers already, 
but they do not use them, and therefore 
he would give them more power. I do 
not quite follow him in that. 


Str WALTER FOSTER: No; I said) 


I would give the medical officer of health 
and the ratepayers more power. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I certainly thought 
the hon. Member said he would give the 
local authorities more power. With 
regard to the position of the medical 
otticer of health, that is a question to 
which I undoubtedly attach very great 
importance. But I do not think you 
would improve his position by the inser- 
tion of this clause, and the Committee | 
will have to consider very carefully the 
fact that he must be placed in a very 
different position altogether from that 
which he now occupies if you mean him | 
to be a really efficient official with regard 
to the housing of the working classes. 
Everything suggested in the clause can 
be done under the existing law, with one | 
exception, and that is where the medical | 
officer of health is called upon to report 
on the insufficiency of lodging-houses for | 
the working classes ; and even as regards | 
such insufliciency, if it be shown to arise | 
either from the unwholesomeness or over- | 
crowding of dweliings, then it is his duty | 
at present to report. | 


But if there is an | 
insufficiency of houses as apart from over- | 


{2 Juty 1900} 


Member | 
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crowding, that, I submit, is not a matter 
for the medical officer of health, who 
would not be the most appropriate autho- 
rity to deal with it. The third section of 
the proposed clause states that under 


| certain circumstances the Local Govern- 


ment Board should be brought in to 
coerce the recalcitrant local authorities. 


Sm WALTER FOSTER: I said I 
was prepared to substitute the county 
councils. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I have considered 
the clause very carefully, and I have come 
to the conclusion that if pressure of this 


kind is to be brought to bear it would be 


better that it should be brought to bear 
by the county councils rather than by the 
Local Government Board. The county 
councils are representative bodies, with 
local knowledge which the Local Govern- 
ment Board cannot possess in the same 
degree. What I propose todo, therefore, 
is not to accept the proposal of the hon. 
Member, but to accept with some Amend- 
ments the clause of the noble Lord the 
Member for the Cricklade Division, as 
was suggested to me the other night by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
fast Wolverhampton. I think, with some 
Amendments, that clause would very 
satisfactorily answer the purpose in view. 


Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The next two clauses 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for South Shields are not inorder. They 
are both outside the scope of the present 
Bill. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Stepney): In 
rising to move the clause which stands in 
my name, I hope the right hon. Gentle- 


' man the President of the Local Govern- 


ment will give it a little more considera- 
tion than he did last week, when he 
described it as a harum-scarum proposal. 
I am not a lawyer, but I give way to nu 
Member of this House in my desire to see 
better accommodation for the working 
classes of this country. If the right hon. 
Gentleman had really any sympathy with 
the question or a desire to do something 
in the right direction he would, instead 
of ridiculing my humble clause, avail him- 
self of the assistance placed at his disposal, 
which I have not at mine, to draft it into 
proper shape. I consider this clause 
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one of the most important that has so 
far been moved in connection with 
this Bill, because it touches the very 
root of the evil under which the | 
working classes are now suffering, and | 
that is the question of the land. It is all | 
very well for the right hon. Gentleman | 


to say that the county councils and | 


other local authorities have already got 
this power and that power, and that they 
are now to be given power toenable them 
to purchase land outside their own areas, 


but after all it is the landowner we have | 
He is the most im- | 


got to deal with. 
portant person to consider, and we have 
not taken into consideration at all what 
he requires for his land. The London 
County Council have purchased six sites 


under Part ITT. of the Act at a total cost of , 


£96,000. Two of these sites, including 
the Millbank site, which was Gov ernment 


property, and therefore paid no rates at_ 


all, cost the Council £37,500. The 
largest site purchased, Totterdown Fields, 
Tooting, with an area of 38} acres, cost 
£45,000, and it is proposed to house 
something like 12,000 persons on it. That 
site is agricultural land, and if it were 
purchased at its agricultural value the 
price, instead of working out at over 
£1,100 per acre, would work out at about 
£40. It paid rates on its agricultural 
value, but immediately the London County 
Council proceeded to purchase it the 
owner would not sell it at that value, but 
required its full market value for building 
purposes. The result is that the Council 
had to pay an enormous price for this land, 
which, I maintain, should have been pur- 
chased on its assessable value as agricul- 
tural land, and not upon its value for 
building purposes, for which it was not 
assessed at all. I know this Amendment 
touches the vital system of the taxation 
of ground values. Vacant land at 
present has no assessment, and, therefore, 
pays no taxation. In some of the im- 
provement schemes carried out by the 
London County Council a part of the site 
had to be left vacant, because it was too 
small for the Council to build on owing 
to the restrictions imposed by the Local 
Government Board and the Home Office. 


It is impossible for a municipality to build 


on a small plot of land even if it only 
desires to cover expenses and not to make 
a profit. I am anxious to see munici- 
palities build houses for the working 
classes without loss to the ratepayers. 
The rateable value of these sites now 


Mr. Steadman 
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vacant would be £2,683 per annum, if 
buildings were placed upon them, wa 
'the total cost to the London County 
Council, because they were kept vacant, 
| was £5, '378 up to the 31st March, 1899, 
| If all vacant land was assessed, and paid 
rates upon its full market value, it would 
have the effect of bringing into the 
| market a large amount of land suitable for 
building purposes. If used as agricultural 
land it would be taxed upon the basis of its 
market value, not for agricultural, but 
for building purposes. Therefore it 
would be no longer to the interest of the 
landlord to hold it back as he does at the 
present time. We are paying as ground 
rent to-day a hundred times as much as 
the agricultural value of the site, as the 
value of the land, especially in the city, 
or the near vicinity of the city, is in- 
creased through the industry of the 
people, and not from any merit of the 
laudlord himself. The more the people 
by their industry increase the value of 
his land the more the landlord makes the 
local authority pay for it. Now, in fix- 
ing twenty-five years purchase as a basis, 
I think I have acted very fairly even to the 
landlords. I was for over twelve months 
chairman of the Investments Committee 
of the Hearts of Oak Society, and on 
many occasions we could invest our 
money in greund rents at as low as 
eighteen years purchase. I admit that 
the value has gone up since that time, 
but that has been through the industry 
of the people. It is a well-known fact 
that if the vacant land is allowed to go 
unassessed and paying no rates the land- 
lord is encouraged to hold the land 
_ vacant until the time arrives when he can 
| get the highest price for it. The Govern- 
ment might bring in a dozen Bills, but no 
Bill will solve this problem in a satisfac- 
tory manner unless the Government are 
prepared to deal with the owners of the 
vacant land, and compel them to sell it 
at a fair market value to municipalities 
for the erection of improved houses for 
the working classes. 


New clause— 


“ For the purposes of Part 3 of the Housin; 
of the Working Classes Act, 1890, a loca 
authority may acquire vacant land com- 
pulsorily at a price equal to twenty-five years 
purchase of the annual value as assessed for 
taxation.” —(Mr. Steadman.) 


—brought up and read the first time. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I am sure I am very 
sorry if anything I said in the course of 
the debate the other day was at all dis- 
tasteful to my hon. friend. I[ think [| 
would like to withdraw the expression 
“harum-scarum clause,” I then used, and 
substitute for it “the most unworkman- 
like clause Lever saw in my life.” [I really 
cannot say very much more to-day than 
on the previous occasion about this clause. 
At the present moment, under a Pro- 
visional Order, confirmed by Parliament, 
the price of the land is fixed by arbitra- 
tion if there has been no previous agree- 
ment. Ido not quite understand what 
really the desire is of the hon. Member. 
In one breath he says that all he wants is 
that the land should be sold at a fair 
market value. That means what the 
arbitrators would decide is the price to be 
paid for it. But inthe next breath the 
hon. Member goes a good deal further. 
He assumes the réle of general arbitrator, 
and decides that, in the purchase of land, 
no matter of what kind, or where situated, 
and utterly regardless of all the sur- 
rounding circumstances, he would never 
give more than twenty-five years pur- 
chase of the assessable value, whatever he 
means by that—and I do not propose to 
inquire. The hon. Member says that 
this is to apply to vacant land, by which 
he means land not built upon. Let us 
see what his proposal may involve. It 
may inflict the greatest possible hardship. 
Take the case of a hard-working, in- 
dustrious man, who perhaps has sprung 
from nothing, and by his industry has 
made a fortune which he has invested in 
land near a town, or perhaps just beyond 
the boundary. That land is vacant be- 
cause it is not built upon, and he has 
given fifty years purchase for it, exactly 
its fair market value. Now comes the 
occasion when, under the clause in this 
Bill which enables local authorities to go 
beyond their boundaries to acquire land 
for the purpose of housing the working 
classes, this man’s land is to be purchased 
by the local authority. The hon. Member 
will not leave the value of that land to be 
fixed by an arbitrator. It is to be laid 
down by Act of Parliament that under no 
circumstances is the owner to get more 
than twenty-five years purchase for what | 
he has paid fifty years purchase. I am | 
quite certain that the hon. Member will see, | 
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when he looks at it in this way, that the 
clause will not hold water. I desire as 
much as anyone the cheapening of land 
for this great national purpose ; but is it 
right or fair or just to penalise one par- 


' ticular class for that purpose, and t!:row 


upon them t'1e heaviest part of the burden, 
because they happen to be owners of the. 
vacant land? It seems to me that the 
clause cannot bear argument for a single 
moment. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) : The new clause I 
rise to move is one which the right hon. 
sentleman has said he is willing to accept 
for the reasons he has stated. I should 
like to thank the right hon. Gentleman 
for the very courteous manner in which 
he has met the views of those on this side 
of the House who are anxious to see this 
Amendment adopted in one form or 
another. I am very glad that the new 
clause meets the views of my right hon. 
friend who was President of the Local 
Government Board in the last Govern- 
ment. The clause has been modelled, as 
far as possible, on Clause 16 of the Local 
Government Act of 1893-4. I have 
accepted a valuable Ameadment suggested 
to me by the President of the Local 
Government Board—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: A new clause can only 
be moved after notice has been given. If 
the noble Lord and the right hon. Gentle- 
man are agreed that this is substantially 
the same clause as appears on the Paper- 
I will not interfere ; otherwise it should 
be moved as on the Paper, and then 
amended by Amendments. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE : I 
understood that the clause had been 
already placed before you, Mr. Speaker ;. 


‘and I thought that the authorities were 


satisfied that it was substantially identical 
with that which originally appeared on 
the Paper. 


Mr. CHAPLIN : So far as my reading 
of the clanse is concerned, having very 
carefully considered it, I think it is pre- 
cisely to the same effect as that which the 
noble Lord had originally on the Paper. 
But if desired the latter can be amended 
by Amendment. 
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_*MR. SPEAKER: It.is quite unnecessary 
if it is agreed that it is to the same effect. 


Lord EDMOND FITZMAURICE : 


‘Then I beg to move, Sir. 


New clause— 


“The council of any administrative county 
where a parish council resdlve that a rural 
district council eught to have taken steps for 
ithe adoption of Part IIL of the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act, 1890, or to have exer- 
cised their powers under that part, and have 
failed to do so, the parish council may com- 
plain to the county council, and the county 
‘council, if satisfied after due inquiry that the 
‘district council have so failed, may resolve 
that the powers of the district council for the 
purposes of. that ee shall be transferred to 
‘the county council with respect to the parish, 
and they shall be transferred accordingly, and 
the resolution shall, if necessary, have effect 
as an adoption of that part by the district 
council, and, subject to the provisions of this 
Act, Section 63 of the Local Government Act, 
1894, shall apply as if the powers had been 
transferred under that Act.”—(Lord Edmond 
Fitzmaurice.) 


—-brought up and read the first time.: 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: I am glad 
that the right hon. Gentleman has accepted 
this clause, because it concedes the prin- 
ciple for which I have contended in the 
Committee stage as well as in the new 
clause moved to-day. The clause of my 
noble friend is based on one contained in 
the Local Government Act of 1894 which 
has been found to work very satisfactorily 
an many county councils when put in 
force in relation to other matters. I 
hope that the powers conferred by this 
Bill may be made more operative by this 
new clause. 


*Sir F. 8S. POWELL (Wigan): When 
this Bill was before the Committee I 
objected to giving such power to the 
central authority on grounds I then 
stated ; but these objections do not apply 
to the county council. My experiences 
of the county councils—although not a 
member of any—both inthe West Riding 
and in Lancashire are of the most 
encouraging character. They are nearer 
ithe locality than the central Government 
can be ; and they have the further advan- 
tage of representing the people. In fact, 
it is one popular authority controlling 
another popular authority. I am sure, 
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that difficulties which have arisen 
between the central authority and the 


local authority will not obtain in dealing 


with the county council. I welcome 
most heartily this clause, and I am sure 
the Bill, strengthened by this clause, will 
work a reform of great importance. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton): I wish to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether, if the 
county council were to adopt this sec- 
tion, and put into force the powers of 
Part 3 in the area of any rural sanitary 
authority or parish council, the cost, if 
any, would be made a charge on the 


county rate or fixed on the rural or sani- 


tary authority? If the cost were charged 
on the county rate it might be unfair to 
the other district councils. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: This clause only 
applies in the case of a rural district 
council ; and then only where it has been 
resolved by the parish council that the 
rural district council had failed in their 
duty in not adopting Part III. of the Act ; 
or if they had adopted it, had failed in 
their duty to put it into force. Under 
those circumstances the County Council 
would be able to take over to itself the 
powers of the rural district council for 
housing the working classes, and to carry 
out the necessary works. The charge 
would be paid by the defaulting rural 
council. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause added. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): If the President of the Board of 
Trade were here he would recall that the 
principle of the clause I wish to move 
was repeatedly argued both in the House 
and in the Committee upstairs, during the 
discussions on the Act of 1890. If there 
was force in the arguments for it in 
1890, it is redoubled now, owing to the 
enormous and vital importance of dealing 
with overcrowding. Twenty years ago the 
question of housing was one rather of 
sanitation than of overcrowding; but 
every year since has tended to make the 
question turn upon the issue of over- 
crowding and to the aggravation and in- 
tensification of the evils of overcrowding. 
In view of the present circumstances it 
would be unreasonable to the teeming 
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multitudes in our great towns, for whom 
we wish to find some outlet under the 
provisions of this Bill, if we did not 
apply the same reasoning and the same 
arguments to the re-housing of the people 
under Part 3, as amended by this Bill, 
that were applicable in former Bills to the 
question of insanitary areas and the 
pulling down of unhealthy habitations. 
Hon. Members are perfectly aware that 
the principle of excluding extra compen- 
sation in respect of compulsory purchase 
of insanitary areas and houses is applied 
to Parts 1 and 2 of the principal Act. 
What we wish is that, where you go out- 
side the area of a district to carry out the 
purposes of Part 3, you should not be 
compelled to pay the enormous prices 
often demanded for land taken compul- 
sorily under the Lands Clauses Acts. We 
had, on the second reading of this Bill, 
a most valuable discussion of the enor- 
mous enhancement in the value of 
suburban land that is sure to arise from 
the operations of county councils and 
other local authorities in going outside 
their own areas to compete for land for 
housing the working classes; what I am 
arguing now is that we should have the 
same principles applied to the outside 
land, as taken for a national and vital 
purpose, as are applied to land taken 
or dealing with insanitary areas and un- 
healthy houses. The evidence given by 
the Secretary for the Colonies, before the 
Housing Commission in 1884, was of the 
utmost importance on this point. He 
argued that the owner should obtain the 
fair market valwe at the time as between 
a willing seller and a willing buyer, and 
nothing more. “In practice they have 
succeeded in getting a great deal more.” 
The Colonial Secretary also points out 
that “wherever an area was condemned 
as insanitary, all the owners within the 
area became subject to the terms of the 
Act, and their property, whether insani- 
tary or not, could be acquired subject to 
no additional compensation in respect of 
compulsory purchase.” That is a very 
strong argument for applying a similar 
principle to the purchase of land for 
the purposes of this Bill. In another 
reply to Lord Salisbury, the right hon. 
Gentleman said that in Birmingham they 
had two districts, one of which was an 
insanitary area, which they were pro- 
viding a scheme to deal with, and another 


district called the improvement district, , 
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(and it was there that they had to pay 
‘the 10 per cent. extra. 


‘“‘T say,” said the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary, ‘*that an owner in the 
improvement district should make the same 
sacrifice as the owners who were doing their 
duty in the insanitary area had to make for 
the public good ; that is to say, they should be 
content with the full and fair value of their 
property, without this excessive additional 
sum, often much more than 10 per cent.” 


The right hon. Gentleman continues with 
the argument that owners would not 
suffer by the application of this principle 
to them in the improvement area he re- 
ferred to; and by analogy the argument 
is good in the present Bill. Asked by 
Lord Salisbury whether hardship to the 
owner might not arise, and unpopularity 
for the scheme, he replied— 


‘“‘T do not think that under any scheme that 
could be arranged the owners would be badly 
off. They would always get more than they 
would themselves value their property at, 
supposing no scheme were in existence. There- 
fore, I do not think a scheme would be un- 
popular with the owners; it would be more 
unpopular with the ratepayers.” 


He gave illustrations as to how this extra 
10 per cent. for compulsory purchase 
operated in Birmingham, and pointed out 
that where a man had bought real estate 
three years previously for £2,500, the 
corporation had to give him £6,000 for 
the same land in compulsory purchase 
under the Lands Clauses Act. My hon. 
friend the Member for Stepney, in moving 
his new clause, with the object of which I 
have the greatest sympathy, conclusively 
showed that the owners of the building 
land in the vicinity of great towns are per- 
haps the most favoured men with regard 
to taxation. They are assessed for the 
poor rate at the annual agricultural value 
of their land, which means that if you 
compare the agricultural value with the 
real capital value of the land, which they 
could command in the market at Token- 
house Yard, and if they were taxed on 
anything like that real value, they are 
clearly being let off an enormous pro- 
portion of the share which they really 
ought to be paying for the purposes of 
| local taxation. I do not wish to labour 
that point, except with regard to the 
particular argument before the Com- 
mittee; but what does it mean? We 
know that the capital value of build- 
ing land is from twenty to fifty, and 
sometimes 100 times the agricultural value 
of the land, and these owners have been 
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receiving from the community for years — 


an enormous bonus, by reason of the fact 
that the community and Parliament have 
not taxed their land at its capital value. 
I ask whether it is reasonable that 
these owners who have received these 
large bonuses should ask for this further 
concession upon the compulsory purchase 
of their land. We know very well that 
the moment county councils and local 
authorities go outside their own area to 
acquire land, that land immediately 
increases in value. The owners thus 


are certain to get, in any case, vastly | 


more for their land than they other- 
wise would. And then these very 
owners have had this bonus in exemp- 
tion from fair taxation for years 
past ; and, further, this bonus has been 
doubled by the action of the right hon. 
Gentleman and his friends in passing the 
Agricultural Rating Act. In dealing 
with this problem of the re-housing of 
the working classes, to prevent over- 
crowding, which I place even above 
sanitation, I think the community have 
a right to acquire this land at its fair 
value, and no more. We do not want to 
pay these owners less than the fair value 
of their land, but we do not want to pay 
them more, because landowners on the 
borders of great and growing towns have 
for years past been the favourites of 
fortune, and it is only reasonable they 
should to a small extent share in the 
sacrifices for these reforms. 


New clause— 

“ Where land is acquired under this Act 
otherwise than by agreement no additional 
compensation shall be given to the vendor in 
respect of compulsory purchase of such land.” 
—(Mr. Channing.) 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


*Mr. McLAREN (Leicestershire, Bos- 
worth): The argument of my hon. friend 
who introduced this clause has covered a 
rather wide ground, but it is a ground 
which we who sit on this side of the 
House have for years felt requires to be 
dealt with by some attempt at legislation. 
Whether we sit here as the representa- 
tives of local bodies anxious to acquire 
land for public purposes, or whether we 
sit here as the directors of public com- 
panies which have to acquire, as railway 
Mr. Channing. 
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companies do, areas of land compulsorily, 
we always feel that there -is something 
wrong in a system which allows those- 
who promote schemes for the public 
benefit to be practically fined 10 per. 
cent. upon the ascertained value of 
the land which they require for their 
purposes. My hon. friend attempts by 
this clause to strike out what I should 
call the 10 per cent. fine. I do not 
understand that he proposes to carry the 
matter further than that, or that he 
intends to be as revolutionary in his pro- 
posals as the hon. Member for Stepney, 
or to suggest that any landowner should 
get a penny less than the fair value of 
the land which he is called upon to part 
with ; but he does say this : that where a 
person comes to an owner to acquire land 
upon which to build houses for the poor 
of the town it is only fair that the owner 
should give up his land for that purpose, 
and not ask any more for it than its fair 
value. I believe that this 10 per cent. is 
not a creation of a statute ; that there is 
no Act of Parliament which provides that 
it shall be added to the price of any land 
which is purchased compulsorily. It is 
pure custom created by surveyors and 
legal persons during the growth of rail- 
ways, and when the Committee is con- 
sidering a question of philanthropy as 
wellas of figures it is not unreasonable to 
say that a stop should be put to an arbi- 
trary rule of this character. Take the 
case of a railway company. The land it 
seeks to acquire is agricultural land, and 
has no building value, and if the land- 
owner sits on that land for half a genera- 
tion he would not receive more for it 
than its fair value; but a railway comes 
along, takes some of the land and puts up 
buildings, and it at once attracts other 
builders, so that, so far from the owner 
being injured by his land being taken 
away, he is actually benefited. He not 
only gets rid of the land he parts with at 
its true value, but the rest of his land 
goes up in price. The same argument 
applies with greater force to municipal 
enterprise. Under these circumstances I 
think we ought to get rid of this 10 per 
cent. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: This question was: 
raised in Committee, and the hon. 
Member pressed it to a division, when the 
Committee decided by a large majority to 
reject his proposal, and I see no reason 


_why I should accept the proposal on this 
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occasion. [I do not think the hon. 


Member has brought’ forward any addi- | 


tional reasons which should cause me to 
do so. The hon. Gentleman must re- 
member that when land is taken under 
compulsory powers the 10 per cent. is 
not a matter of course—it is left to the 
discretion of the arbitrator to say what 
he considers is the fair value of the land, 
which hon. Gentlemen opposite are 


agreed is what onght to be given, and he. 


usually gives 10 per cent. compensation 
for the compulsory purchase. It may be 
that the owner may consider that the 
land which he has to part with, when 
used for the purposes for which it is 
acquired, will be very detrimental to the 


property which he is left with, and, taking | 


all the circumstances into consideration, 10 
per cent. is not, I think, unfair. The hon. 
Member founded his argument to a great 
extent upon the cases that occur in Parts 
I. and II. of the Bill, but those are not 


at all analogous to any case under which | 


land could be taken under Part IIL, 
because in Parts I. and II. different cireum- 
stances arise ; the areas there are taken 
over because they are insanitary. 


*Mr. CHANNING: May I interrupt 
the hon. Gentleman for a moment here ? 
My argument is that under Part I. the 
10 per cent. is not allowed in respect of 


property which in itself is perfectly | 


sanitary. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: But in those areas 
which are so taken over there are in- 
‘sanitary areas. The land which is taken 
under Part III has never beenan insanitary 
area. In the first place it is taken for 
‘the purpose of building houses upon, and 
it has not been built on before, and I 
cannot see on what ground the owner of 


that particular property which is to be. 


used for a particular purpose is to be pre- 


vented from enjoying the same privi- | 


lege that is extended to other land- 
owners when their land is taken away. I 
have always acknowledged the import- 
ance of this particuiar question, but I 
have not heard a word of explanation to- 
night why one particular class is to be 
selected to pay a heavier burden than 
other classes of the community. We 
ought, in my opinion, to preserve to these 


people the same rights and privileges | 


that we extend to other classes, and all 
that I ask is that in these cases, as in all 
‘others, it should be left to the unfettered 
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| decision of the arbitrator to fix the price 
to be paid for these properties, and to 
‘say whether, in taking these properties 
‘over, there are exceptional circumstances 
which justify him in awarding an addi- 
tional 10 per cent. as compensation for 
compulsory purchase. 


*Str HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 

ton, E.): When listening to the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman and the 
arguments which he used my memory 
went back to six years ago and the pass- 
ing of the Local Government Acts for 
England and Ireland. On those occa- 
sions I heard precisely the same argu- 
ments—I have no doubt from the right 
hon. Gentleman himself—but they did 
not convince the House of Commons 
or the House of Lords in the case 
of the English Local Government Act 
of 1893, and in the case of the Local 
Government Act of Scotland in 1894. 
Parliament put these words in the Acts 
of both countries— 


‘‘ Provided that in determining the amount 
of disputed compensation the arbitrator 
shall not make any additional allowance in 
respect of the purchase being compulsory.” 


That is the precedent which we.ask the 
House to follow in the present case, for 
this simple reason : that in accepting this 
the right hon. Gentleman is carrying out 
what he contended for in the previous 
Amendment. The right hon. Gentleman 
said— 

“ What the owner of this land is entitled to 
is its fair capital value. I do not ask for 
anything more.” 


What we now ask is that these owners, 
when they come before the arbitrator, 
shall not be allowed to avail themselves 
of what I may call arbitrator-made law, 
and not Judge-made law. A disastrous 
‘precedent was set, after the passing 
of the Lands Clauses Act in 1885, that in 
addition tothe price of the value of the land 
the owner should have a bonus of 10 per 
cent. No man more loudly denounced that 
than the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary, with respect to land acquired 
by municipal authorities. The right hon. 
Gentleman maintains that in addition 
to the full market price the owner should 
get this further amount. Although it may 
not be a convincing argument, you cannot 
| shut out the fact that the land which will 
_ be required for these purposes must be in 
close propinquity to large towns, and it 
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will be very much enhanced in value 
owing to its proximity to those towns. 
If the owner is to get the full market 
value, the House, I think, ought to follow 
the precedent created in the Local 
Government Acts of England and Scot- 
land, that the community shall not be 
fined an additional 10 per cent. because 
they require the land for these pur- 
poses. 


*Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth): The 
clause seems to me to be a most reason- 
able one, and I can see no reason why the 
Government cannot adopt it. It appears 
to me that the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Local Government 
Board must have forgotten that when a 
man is selling land for public purposes 
he not only usually gets the full market 
value, but he always gets large compensa- 
tion for damage done to his severed land, 
and he invariably alleges that that is 
the most valuable piece of land he has got, 
and he gets a bonus because the rest of 
his land is depreciated in value. There 
is another point, which is this, that land 
taken in the suburbs of our towns for the 
erection of artisans’ dwellings will bring 
on to that land a considerable population, 
and that for mercantile purposes, small 
shops and so forth, the adjacent land 
left in the hands of the vendor will 
be greatly increased in value. Another 
point is that the great cost of acquiring 
these lands is not the value of the land 
itself, but the enormous cost of  sur- 
veyors, witnesses, counsel, solicitors, and a 
variety of other people who are almost 
invariably engaged before the arbitrator 
or a jury on compulsory purchases under 
thé Land Clauses Act. The fact that 
there is in the Act a direct provision 
that nothing should’ be paid for 
taking land compulsorily will facilitate, 
to a very great extent, the acquisition of 
land by agreement between owners who 
wish to sell, and the community who 
wishes to buy, and that will be a very 
great advantage. We certainly ought 
not to lose sight of those considerations. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): We 
labour under a considerable disadvantage 
in discussing this subject in the absence 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Colonial 
Secretary. I was myself a member of 
the Royal Commission to which the hon, 
Member for East Northamptonshire refers, 
and I remember perfectly well that the 


Sir Henry Fowler. 
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(Colonial Secretary was the clearest, 
'ablest, and most valuable witness: 


|examined before that Commission. He. 
| showed to the satisfaction of the Com- 
| mission that the proposal put forwa:d for: 
their consideration was consistent in itself, 
| with full and complete justice to the 
owners of the land. No injury could 
follow the enforcement of this principle, 
‘and full and complete satisfaction would, 
be obtained in all cases of compulsory 
‘sale. Now, I cannot see why, if the 
‘Government are really anxious to facili- 
tate the question of the building, they 
cannot agree to this proposal. The land- 
owners are all agreed that there is not 
the least risk of any kind whatsoever, 
and the county councils and the arbitra- 
tors feel every day the wrong that is. 
‘done in this matter. My hon. friend has 
| pointed out the enormous and permanent 
injury that has been done to the country 
by the imposition of this 10 per cent. in 
the schemes of the railways of this. 
country. There is no doubt that it has 
hung round the neck of the railway 
systems a tremendous millstone, and from 
that the community suffers to-day. And 
it will continue to suffer if we add such a 
millstone to this Bill, Why should we 
add 10 per cent. over the value for com- 
pulsory purchase? I understood the 
right hon. Gentleman to say there was no: 
statutory obligation upon arbitrators to 
give the 10 per cent. ; but he knows per- 
fectly well that if there is no statutory 
obligation it. is the practice, and is 
equally strong, and that if it is sought to 
restrain it it can only be restrained by the 
insertion into the Bill of some such langu- 
age as that read by the right hon. Member: 
for East Wolverhampton from the Local 
| Government Act of six years back. Why 
not add that language to this Bill? The 
right hon. Gentleman has introduced the 
Bill much in the form and way in which 
he desired to have it ;. there has been no: 
desire on the part of anyone upon this side 
of the House to do anything but to. 
assist the right hon. Gentleman in pass- 
ing it and improving it ; and surely, under 
the circumstances, it is not too much to: 
ask the mght hon. Gentleman at this stage 
to accept an Amendment—an addition 
rather than an Amendment—without 
which there will be enormous difficulties. 
in enforcing the law after: the Bill has 
been passed by this. House. I have the 
greatest desire to see this Bill become 
‘law, but I should like to see the additions. 
\ 
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made so that when it has become law it 
will be a practicable and useful law, and 


I firmly believe that without this Amend- | 


ment its object will be considerably 
curtailed, and in some cases utterly 
destroyed. 

Sm JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): I was rather disappointed 
that the right hon. Gentleman did not 
favour us with a smile when he said that 
the great burden lay on a single class. It 
has become a commonplace that this class 
are not only not heavily burdened, but, on 
the other hand, that they are very greatly 
benefited by the existing state of the law. 
He said also that we ought not to take 
out of the pockets of one particular class 
to benefit the public. This Bill deals 
only with land, and it is obvious 
to anyone who considers the matter 
for a moment that we want no 
other class of property. We do not 
want to buy railway shares com- 
pulsorily. We do not want to buy house- 
hold furniture compulsorily. We do not 
want to buy watches or jewellery com- 
pulsorily. I would put it to the House 
that in adopting this Amendment we 
shall not do what many of us do not care 
to do—we shall not go in advance of 
public opinion. I think it would be a 
very wholesome thing if the House by 
passing the Amendment were to repeal 
the injunction or advice given to the 
arbitrators six years ago. A railway 
director has told us in very feeling tones, 
and my hon. friend the Member for 
Leicester has repeated it, that railway 
companies, and they might have said 
other companies, have been mulcted in 
this particular 10 per cent. for compulsory 
purchase to the detriment of the public. 
When a corporation intending to make a 
profit out of its working comes before an 
arbitrator, the arbitrator always has in 
his mind that the company is working for 
profit, and that it ought to be made to 
pay. But here is the case of a local 
authority acting for the benefit of 
the whole community, and, under 
the present condition of the law, 
suffering a great hardship. The case is 
very different from that of a company de- 
siring to make an actual profit. I would 
recommend to the House this argument. 
I believe it ought to have great weight 
with all of us. In this case we are 


attempting to improve the position of | 


those whose condition is a danger to the 
public. 


{2 JuLty 1900} 
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Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): The right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site says there is no statutory authority for 
making this allowance, but that seems to 
mea strong argument in favour of the- 
Amendment. It is a practice which has 
become so inveterate that unless the Legis- 
lature interferes. no doubt it will go on. 
The right hon. Gentleman says it is 
right that the owner of the land shoulds 
receive the full value of the land, and I 
‘entirely agree with that. How does it 
work out.? It works out in this way. 
When the arbitrator has taken into ac- 
count every consideration that can be 
urged by the owner of the land, he adds 
10 per cent. The hon. Gentleman has 
reminded us that six years ago the Legis- 
lature deliberately put down an extra 10: 
per cent. in the case of land acquired by 
a parish council. I challenge any gen- 
tleman opposite to say why this 10 per- 
cent. should be taken away in the 
case of land acquired by a parish council, 
and why it should be left in the case- 
of land acquired for the purpose we are- 
now considering. I think the case is 
stronger in the latter point than in the 
former. I do. hope the House will not 
take a retrograde step this evening. 


Stk WALTER FOSTER: I want to 
put before the right hon. Gentleman one 
or two points in this matter which, I 
think, have been.slightly overlooked. In. 
the first place, this land which is to be 
taken under the Bill is land in all respects 
similar to land now taken by the rural 
authorities under the Act of 1894. It is 
land like that taken for rural purposes by 
the parish councils; that is to say, it is not 
land in town, it is land in the rural dis- 
tricts. That kind of land, by the Act of 
1894, could be taken compulsorily for- 
allotments and. other purposes, and there 
was also power to hire Jand. This Bill 
does not give- us any power to _hire- 
land. ‘The: powers. in this Bill are less 
than those in the Act of 1894, and 
there is the reason why you should 
make them similar. I think we should 
be relieved from the possibility of* 
having to pay 10 per cent. compensation 
for compulsory purchase. There is a. 
certain amount of experience in reference 
to these methods before the House. 
During the last few years. the House 
has passed two Allotments Acts and they- 
have been failures. The Allotments Acts. 
passed by the: Conservative Government 
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between 1886 and 1892 were Acts that, three years I have brought instances 
gave little or no land to the labourers. before the House in which local authori- 
The labourers did not get land in any | ties had been asked to pay such prohibitive 
large quantity till the 1894 Act came prices that they have been unable to carry 
into operation. The experience of the | out the orders given to them for com- 
working of those two Acts has shown | pulsory purchase. I would appeal to the 
that there is difficulty in using the | right hon. Gentleman to make this small 
methods of this Bill, and that there is an | concession, which, if grarted, would, I 
objection to the additional compensation. | believe, make the Bill more popular and 
Although the addition to the price is com- | more efficient for the purpose for which 
paratively small —it is not worth contend- | it is intended. 
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ing for on the part of the landowning | 


classes—it forms a barrier. 

from 
‘out what might be a beneficial piece of | 
In the last two or | 150. 


the local authorities 


work for the locality. 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. HnHerbert Henry 
-Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
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Baker, Sir John 
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Bramsdon, Thcmas Arthur 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Kryece, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
‘Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. LeonardH. 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duckwortn, James 

Emmott, Alfred 

Eversbed, Sydney 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 
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Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
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: Bowles,T.Gibson (King’sLynn 


Sir Valter Foster. 
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. AYES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gibney, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.CharlesSeale- 
Hazell, Walter 
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O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Keeffe, Francis Arthur 
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Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

Bullard, Sir Harry 
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Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 96; Noes, 
(Division List No. 167.) 


O'Malley, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
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Price, Robert John 

Reckitt, Harold James 
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Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
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Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
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, Cooke,C. W. Radcliffe( Heref’d) 
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Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
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Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
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Galloway, William Johnsoa 
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Godson, Sir A. Frederick ; M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
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Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter | Morton,ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
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Hughes, Colonel Edwin Percy, Earl 

Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) | Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse | Pilkington,R.(Lances., Newton 
Jeffreys, Archur Frederick | Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) | Plunkett, RtHn HoraceCurzon 
Keswick, William Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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King, Sir Henry Seymour | Purvis, Robert 

Lafone, Alfred | Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | Rankin, Sir James 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
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Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf. Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jsph. Powell-(Birm. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
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Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 





*Mr. CHANNING: I understand that 
the right hon. Gentleman is prepared to | 
accept the clause I now beg to move, and | 
I wish to express my gratification that he | 
has come to that decision with regard to 
this question. I frankly admit that he 
has greatly improved the Bill. 


New clause—- 


“ Where land is acquired under Part 3 of | 
‘the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, 
‘otherwise than by agreement, any qnestion as 
to the amount of compensation which may 
arise shall in default of agreement be 
determined by a single arbitrator, to be 
appointed and removable by the Local 
Government Board, or in the case of a council 
in London, by the Secretary of State.”—(Mr. 
Channing.) 


—brought up, and read the first and 
:second time, and added. 


*Mr. CHANNING: I do not know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman will 
‘consent to this proposition in the clause I 
now move. It is not inconsistent with 
the clause which has already been accepted 
onthe motion of the noble Lord the Mem- 
‘ber for Cricklade. At the same time I 


admit that it would from the acceptance 
of that clause require some alteration, 
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if the principle of it is accepted. The 
object of the clause, of course, is to give 
the right to the county council to refer 
to the Local Government Board to set the 
Act in operation. I think that is a pro- 
posal which ought to be embodied in the 
Bill in some way or other, and I beg to 
move. 


New clause— 


“The county council, on a representation 
from a parish council, or any twenty rate- 
payers within a rural district, may claim that 
the adoption of Part [II. in such raral district 
shall be referred to the Local Government 
Board, and thereupon the Local Government 
Board may hold a local inquiry, and after con- 


| sidering the report of such inquiry may make 


an order requiring the district council to adopt 
Part 3 within a time and under conditions 
prescribed in the order.” —( Mr. Channing.) 
—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second tiiae.”’ 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I cannot accept this 


clause, for this reason. It would be incon- 


sistent with the clause already accepted 
by the House. I think it would be un- 
workable. 


M 
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Motion and clause, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I desire by the 
clause I now rise to move to raise the 
question which I raised in Committee, 
when the object I had in view received a 
considerable measure of support and 
sympathy from both sides of the House. 
I understand that my Amendment did 
not raise the question in the best possible 
manner, but the Government promised to 
sonsider the matter between that time 
and the Report stage. The object of my 
clause is to make it perfectly clear, at all 
events, that any county shall have 
power to acquire land, not only for the 
immediate, but also for the prospective 
needs of the locality. From the ground 
taken up by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, I understood him to say that 
there would be no limit to the amount of 
land which might be acquired for the pur- 
pose of providing dwellings for the people. 
I wish to examine that statement for a 
moment. I venture to think it is not 
quite accurate. Suppose we allow that a 
local authority has no power to acquire 
land, except so far as it is authorised 
by the Legislature to acquire land for a 
specific purpose. Here it is authorised to 
acquire land for the purposes of Part IIT. 
What are the purposes of Part III.? It 
is to supply the needs of the locality in 
respect of dwellings for the working 
classes. I think that in the present state 
of the law one is compelled to come to the 
conclusion that the needs of the locality 
would be held to mean the existing needs 
of the locality. I do not mean to say that 
the Legislature would hold the councils 
very strictly to provide merely for the 
existing needs of the locality, but that 
they would hold them to this extent : that 
there must be needs actually existing, or 
needs that would arise in the immediate 
future. If we leave this matter in doubt, 
a local authority will stand in an unsatis- 
factory position. In the first place, the 
money which it pays for land may be 
disputed by the Local Government Board 
auditor ; and in the second placé, which is 
probably a more formidable matter, as I 
understand, it would be quite possible 
for any ratepayer who found himself 
aggrieved to consider that the local 


authority were exceeding their powers, | 


and to go to a court of law asking an in- 
junction to restrain them. So far as 
regards acquiring land by agreement, I 
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think it will be obvious that it is pre- 
cisely in those cases where it would be 
most for the public interest to acquire 
land, in order to make provision for the 
prospective needs of a locality, that the 
holders of the land would be least willing 
to sell ; that is to say, you must contem- 
plate a case in which land is perhaps in 
the hands of a single holder, or two or 
three individual holders, who are keeping 
it out of the market, and where it will 
be necessary for the local authority, if 
they want the land, to get it by 
compulsion. In that case the local 
‘authority would have to apply for a Pro- 
visional Order, and I scarcely think that 
the hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Attorney General will say that a local 
authority applying for an Order will 
be able to include in that land to 
meet needs which may arise after twenty 
or twenty-five years. I find that the 
procedure provided by law with respect. 
' to petitions for Provisional Orders is very 
stringent. It is absolutely within the 
discretion of the Local Government Board 
either, on the one hand, to dismiss the 
| petition, or, on the other, if it is disposed 
to regard it with favour, it must, as I 
read the section, hold a locai inquiry. In 
these circumstances, I do not think you 
can seriously say that, under the law as 
it at present stands, a Provisional Order 
could be got conferring powers on a local 
authority to acquire land the need for 
which would not arise for twenty or 
twenty-five years. It is very desirable, 
in order to prevent litigation and disputes, 
that the matter should be perfectly plain. 
I beg to move the clause which stands in 
my name. 


New clause— 


** Where it appears to any council which has 
adopted Part 3 of the Housing of the: 


Working Classes Act, 1890, that land will be 


required for supplying the needs of their 


district in respect of lodging-houses within any 


period not exceeding twenty-five years, such. 


land may be acquired under the provisions of 
that part.”—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“ That the clause be read a second time.” 


*Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I have an 
/Amendment down later on, which I 
| understand is out of order, covering very 


much the same ground as that now under: 
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few words in support of the clause of my 
hon, and learned friend. 
me that this House is in danger of 
rivetting upon the neck of the local 
authorities so many fetters that it will 
be very difficult to carry out any 
housing schemes at all. 
whether there are many in this House, 
but there are a number of people in the 
country, who regard what they are 
pleased to term “ municipal trading,” with 
a great deal of suspicion. But if we have 
confidence in local authorities and believe 
that they know the needs of their 
localities and are able to carry on 
their schemes with wisdom and 
honesty I think we ought to give 
them rather a freer hand than they will 


{2 Juty 1900} 


discussion, so that I should like to say a | lodging- houses, or 


| 
| 
| 
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indeed for any 
purpose for which they have statutory 


It appears to | powers, to any other purpose of a per- 


manent nature without, of course, the 


| authority of a fresh Act of Parliament, 
| but that in the case of land taken for the 


I do not know | 


purpose of erecting lodging-houses they 
may apply it temporarily, and even for a 
very considerable space of time, to any 
purpose not inconsistent with its being 


| ultimately used for the purpose for which 


it was acquired. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I think it is 


entirely in the discretion of the Local 


have under the Bill at present, which con- | 


firms the custom of their paying an 
exaggerated price for land which they re- 
quire. Unless this clause is inserted we 
shall put the iocal authorities in a_posi- 


tion different from that of any private | 


buyer. It is notorious that private 
undertakings when they desire to acquire 
land watch the changes in the market and 


seize the opportunity to buy at a favour- | 


able time, but Parliament so hampers local 
authorities that they are obliged to buy 
land at a high price, if at all, and if they 
have more than they want they must sell 
itagain. We are on the eve of great de- 
velopments in electric traction, and it is 
perfectly clear that a far-sighted, clear- 
headed local authority would see that 
when electric tramways get out into the 
suburbs great areas of land, which are now 
used for agricultural purposes, would 
be most suitable for housing the 
working classes. If they had a freer hand 
and were able to look forward to the 


future it would be possible to buy that | 


land now one-fifth or even one-tenth of the 
price which would have to be paid for 
it in the future. Therefore in the interest 
of local economy I hope the House will 
agree to the clause. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) : 


When this matter was before the House 
ona previous occasion the Government 
promised to consider it. We have looked 


into the question, and we find that the | 
‘that if land is acquired for the erection 


matter has been several times before the 
Courts. The effect of the decisions has 
been that the local authority cannot apply 


land taken for the purpose of erecting 


\ 


Government Board. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : Not entirely 
If the land is not required for lodging 
houses it must be sold,except where other- 
wise directed by the Local Government 
Board. No doubt a considerable amount 
of discyetion is left to the Local Govern- 
ment Board, but in one of. the cases to 
which I have referred the learned Judge 
went so far as to say there was no obliga- 
tion if by any possibility at any future 
time the land could be applied. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: But the Court. 
of Appeal did not confirm that. 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY: The Court 
of Appeal did not adopt that dictum ; it 
wasa mere dictum of the learned Judge, and 
was not necessary for the purpose of the 
decision. It really amounts to this—that 
land cannot be permanently used for any 
purpose other than that for which it is 
acquired. As regards the acquisition, I 
apprehend there is no rigid fetter upon 
the local authority ; they are not bound 
to show that they are going to build upon 
the land at once, but there must be a 
reasonable prospect of their building upon 
it in the near future. The sanction is 
really in most cases to borrowing for the 
purpose of buying land, and if it appears 
that the local authority have not genuinely 
in view the erection of lodging-houses as 
certain to take place in the near future, 
it is hardly a case of buying land for the 
purpose of erecting lodging-houses. I 
would ask the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man who moved this clause to see how it 
would work in practice. He proposes 


of lodging-houses, it should be so used 
within any period not exceeding twenty- 
five years. How isa section of that kind 


M 2 
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to be worked unless the gift of prophecy | of land may not prove to be any advan- 


ean be conferred upon the local authority, 
and also upon the authority who are to 
How isit possible to | interest on the loan rapidly accumulates, 
say whether the land will be wanted in 
the course of twenty-five years, and, if so, 
whether the loan should be sanctioned ? 
If it is not required for twenty-six years, 
it would be beyond the scope of the Act. 
{ submit that such a clause is not prac- 
ticable or workable, and that it is far 
better to leave the Bill in a somewhat 
elastic state as at present, so that if the 
land is genuinely being acquired for the 
erection of lodging-houses, somewhere in 


sanction the loan ? 


the near future, the sanction to the loan 


will be given. I am quite sure from cases 
that the local authorities are by no means 
very rigidly tied down as to the exact 


quantity of land that is acquired. If they 
see that in the course of the next few 
years they will want lodging-houses to 
accommodate, say, 500 people, and that 
there is a probability of an extgnsion 
being required, there would be nothing to 
prevent them asking for sanction to a loan 
to acquire a larger quantity of land. 
Under all the circumstances, I submit 
that the clause moved by the hon. and 
learned Gentleman is not really wanted, 
and I trust the House will not accept it. 


*Mr. PERKS: Surely instead of being 
left, as the Attorney General suggested, 
to feel our way throughout the decisions 
of the various Coruts, about the 
effect of which he himself did not appear 


to be very clear, it would be far better to | 


try toadapt this clause so as to enable a 


local authority to exercise the power of | 


purchasing land which may be required, 


say, not within a limited period of | 


twenty-five years—as that, I admit, might 
land you in the same dilemma as the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act has with 
reference to the height of scaffolding 
—but within a_ reasonable period. 
Local authorities may be permitted by 


definite statutory enactment to acquire | 


sufficient land for meeting the future 
necessities of the localities. It does not 
seem to me to be beyond the capabilities 
of the Law Officers to devise such a 
clause, and I submit that it would be far 
better to do that than to leave the ques- 
tion to be threshed out under conflicting 
decisions in the different Courts of Law. 
*Sir F. 8S. POWELL: The House 
should bear in mind that the acquisition 


Sir Robert Finlay. 


| tage to the purchasing authority. The 
land must be paid for by loan, and the 


so that at the end of twenty or twenty- 
one years a local authority would 
| find that they had paid in interest, 
beyond the amount of the purchase money, 
such a sum as made the purchase a very 
dear one, and one by no means advan- 
tageous to the authority. The House 
| ought also to remember that the manage- 
ment of land always involves expense, 
that there may be various losses, such as 
the non-payment of rent, and that such 
'a transaction, when it comes to be worked 
| out as a question of finance and economy, 
may prove to be most expensive. These 
| points ought to be considered before we 
give such a power to a district. I cer- 
| tainly think that many districts are far 
too sanguine as to their future. Many 
| districts grow and grow again to the satis- 
| faction and the wealth of all ; but many 
districts, on the other hand, do not grow 
—in fact, they rather decay ; and I think in 
some of these cases it would be a great 
'mistake to acquire land in the manner 
|suggested. There is also this further 
consideration: there is such a thing as 
| fashion among the working classes, and I 
do not know that in all cases land ac- 
quired by a locality for the working 
classes will be popular amongst those 
classes in twenty years’ time. A district 
_which is very attractive to-day may, in 
the course of those years, lose all its 
charms ; for it must be remembered, when 
you plant a large colony in a country dis- 
trict, it ceases to a large extent to be a 
country district, and the attraction then 
goes. I am very glad the Bill has been 
' so well received by the House, and [ re- 
| joice to find that it will soon become law, 
| but I certainly think that a clause of this 
kind would be not an improvement, but 
an injury to the Bill. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: I believe 
| that this clause has been moved with the 
| very best intentions, but I hope my hon. 
and learned friend will not press it to a 
division. I feel quite sure that it is 
/much better to leave the Bill rather in- 
| definite than to fix a period in the way 
| suggested. Inmy opinion, as one having 
| some experience in municipal work, a 
| clause like this is practically impossible ; 
| you cannot estimate in any given town 
| what will be the requirements for a period 
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of twenty five years, because some towns ! might turn out that twenty-six years 


grow very rapidly, while others grow but 
slowly. 
have in every town a number of men who 
are speculators, and there is a possibility 
of their speculating in land and then be- 
coming members of a local authority 
which may require to purchase that land 
for use within the period of twenty- 
five years. I may say that I do not 
consider that this Bill will be of very 
great value in any case—I have said so 
before—for the simple reason that no 
corporation is likely to undertake to pur- 
chase land outside its own area. I am 
sorry the clause put down by the hon. 
Member for South Shields, by which a 
municipality would have power to extend 
its boundaries so as to take in the land 
they may require, has been ruled out of 
order, but, in any case, I think it would 
be a danger to give these loeal authorities 
power to purchase land outside their own 
areas for the building of lodging-houses 
or houses to cover a period of twenty-five 
years in advance. Such a power might suit 
an authority like the County Council for 
London, but for an ordinary municipality 
it would be a danger, and, if exercised, 
might become a very serious burden on 
the ratepayers. I think the best thing is 
to leave the Bill, as the Attorney General 
says, in an elastic state, and therefore I 
hope the clause will not be pressed. 


Mr. BRYN RORERTS (Canarvonshire, 
Kifion): I think the objection of my hon. 
friend is more applicable to the Bill as a 
whole than to this particular clause. No 
doubt in all cases of this kind there is a 
danger of jobbery being indulged in by 
the local authority, but I am sure that 
that danger is greater and stronger with 
respect to the powers immediately given 
by the Bill than to the provision contained 
in this clause. The object of the clause 
is to enable corporations to buy without 
being driven into a corner in order to 
provide for the future. The probabilities 
are that corporations will not be induced 
to enter into any engagements for the 
future unless they have an opportunity 


for doing so advantageously by getting | 


land very cheap. There is also an 
objection of the Attorney General 
which, on consideration, I do not think 
will be found to be so strong as he sup- 
poses. 


twenty-five years only, and- that it 


There is also this danger. You 


He suggested that this clause | 
gave power to anticipate for a period of | 


would elapse before the land was re- 
quired, and he seemed to imply that, 
therefore, the clause would be entirely in- 
operative. I differ from that view. It 
seems to me that the effect is that where 
a local authority contemplates the possi- 
bility of building within twenty-five 
years they may purchase without the con- 


sent of the authority or the approval of 


the Local Government Board, but if the 
twenty-five years elapse and their anticipa- 
tions have not been verified, and a year 
or two more is required before they can 
build, they would then require a direc- 
tion from the Board before they could 
keep the land any longer. I fail to see 
that any difficulty would arise, and I hope 
the clause will be agreed to. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: I am sorry 
to gather from the remarks of the At- 
torney General that he will not add any- 
thing of this kind to the Bill. I have 
once or twice pointed out that we want, 
as far as we can, to give the local authori- 
ties encouragement to obtain land. Every- 
body must remember that there are a 
great many difficulties connected with 
taking land outside the area of the muni- 
cipality. In the first place, a municipality 
by so doing will be putting property 
within another rating area, and will have 
no opportunity of bringing that property 
within the borough or municipality which 
| purchases the land. It would also be 
' spending money outside its own area, and 
would be removing its own people out of 
its own area, and adding to the rateable 
value of another authority, and to 
its own detriment to a certain extent. 
The only thing that would induce them 
to do this work is the idea of doing good 
to the people of their own district. 
Moreover, in a few years time they 
may possibly be in the position of having 
land outside their own area which is only 
partly occupied by their own people, and 
they may have built up a whole village or 
district which will be occupied by people 
unconnected with the original munici- 
pality, and paying rates to a municipality 
which has done nothing in the way of 
housing the people. Therefore, I think 
if you were to extend the Bill by 
putting in the words “ within a reason- 
able period,” or something of that 
kind, it would be an inducement to 
local authorities to acquire land. I[ 


gather from the Attorney General 
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that in his view the administration of | land for the purpose of housing the work- 
the Bill would give the local autho- ing classes. Adjoining that land there 
rities that wider power of acquisition, and | may be a small or large plot of land which 
that the Local Government Board in it would be extremely desirable to pur- 
sanctioning a loan would always act chase, land which in a few years is sure 
liberally in this respect. I think that is to go up in price, and which, if it was 
the strongest concession we can obtain on | not for the limitation of the hon. Gentle. 
this particular point, and having that | man’s Amendment, the local authority 
admission from the Attorney General, no | might be very anxious to purchase. [ 
doubt with the sanction of the Local|am speaking of land which might 
Government Board to such an interpreta-| be subject to a lease for thirty 
tion of the manner in which the Act will | years. Any Amendment of this nature 
be administered by that Department, we would absolutely defeat the object and 
must be content. At the same time I purpose of the Bill, and I hope the hon. 
am sorry we cannot put into the Bill | Gentleman will not go to a division, 
words to make it clear to the local autho- | because I think it is quite unnecessary. 
rities that they will not be limited in 


taking land to the immediate necessities Mr. PICKERSGILL: I would ask 
they desire to meet. leave to withdraw. 


Mr. CHAPLIN : I can assure the hon. Motion and clause, by leave, with- 
Gentleman opposite that this matter has | drawn. 
been most carefully considered by the | 
Attorney General, in conference with Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
myself and the officials of the Local | N.R., Thirsk): The Amendment I have 
Government Board, and if we were of on the Paper appears to be somewhat 
opinion that there was the slightest doubt | mystical in its drafting, but its object is 
upon the matter we should have en-, very simple. It will nite the incidence 
deavoured to frame an Amendment to | of rating in connection with this matter 
meet the necessities of the case. But | exactly as at present. When I moved 
that was not the view of the Attorney this Amendment in Committee my right 
General, and I entirely concur in his hon. friend said he would consider it 
opinion. If hon. Members will look at before Report, and as I have perfect con- 
the words of the Bill I think their appre- | fidence in the justice of my Amendment, 
hensions will be altogether removed. and also in the right hon. Gentleman, I 
There is absolutely no ‘limitation in the shall say no more for the Amendment, 
words of the Bill on the power to. but simply move. 
purchase to which the Amendment of : 
the hon. Gentleman is _ directed, The Amendment was— 
so long as it is for the purpose 
and subject to the provisions of the a ectvsapee: wot cactiventuicimnae: ais 
Bill. Neither is there any obligation to Sa ene ee 


sell under any circumstances anloes the : : 
land is not required for the purpose for Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): 


which it was purchased, and even then On a point of Order, Sir. Do I under- 
the Local Government Board has a dis- Stand that this Amendment will have the 
pensing power and is able to say that the effect of changing the taxation under the 
land need not be sold, although it is not Bill? If so, of course it is not competent 
required for the purpose for which it was for it to come before us at this stage. 
acquired. I hold that the Amendment of 

the hon. Gentleman would be unfortunate, Mr. CHAPLIN: At present the 
and would be a distinct limitation of the expenses of a district council under 
powers already possessed by local autho- Part III. are “special ” expenses unless the 
rities, and I can conceive cases in which county council make them “general” 
it would be an absolute hindrance. The expenses. Under the Bill as it stands 
hon. Gentleman desires to limit the period they would be “ general” expenses unless 
to twenty-five years. There is no such the Local Government Board made them 
limitation in any Act of Parliament of “special.” It reverses, so to speak, the 
which I am aware. Take a case in which presumption of law, but the effect, I 
a local authority has bought some _ believe, would be practically the same. 
Sir Walter Foster. 








cr @& O& 


Me 


we ™S 


wre aS S&S 





325 Agricultural 
Mr. CALDWELL: It must bea change | 


of incidence if you are changing them from | 
“special” into “general.” Would the | 
game ratepayer pay under the Amend- | 
ment in the same proportion as under the 
Bill? That is the point, I think. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: I think 
we ought 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! There 
is no question before the House, as these 
observations were directed to a point of 
order. I was not aware that any question 
of this kind arose, and I have not examined 
the section referred to, but I understand 
irom the right hon. Gentleman that this 
does not cause a change in the incidence 
of taxation. 





Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: I rose to 
a point of order, though I did not say so. 
I understood from the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Thirsk, when this matter 


was discussed ona previous occasion, that | 
it would alter very considerably the | 


incidence of local rating. If that is so, I 
think before deciding on the question we 
ought to have a full explanation from the 
Attorney General. 


*Mr. CHANNING asked whether this 
‘proposal would not have the effect of 
transferring part of the rates from 
agricultural ratepayers to the ratepayers 
in respect of houses or other property in 
villages. or towns. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said the effect 
of this Amendment would be that the 
expenses would be “special” unless the 
county council made them general. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment is 
not in order. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Thursday. 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 


Order for consideration of Bill as 
amended (by the Standing Committee) 
read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“* That the Bill be now considered.” 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.).: On the consideration of this Bill, 
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I wish to offer a few remarks as to 
its provisions as amended by the 
Standing Committee. As the right hon. 
Gentleman will remember, I dealt, 
perhaps at some length, on the general 
aspect of the Bill on its Second Reading. 
Ido not propose to deal with it in the 
same sense now as I did then, but I wish 
to draw attention to one or two points 
which it may be desirable to consider 
before we proceed with the Report stage. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Lord HueH 
Ceci, Greenwich). House counted, and, 
forty Members being found present, 


*Mr. CHANNING resumed: I would 
desire to direct the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman and the House to one of 
the points of the Bill, to which great ex- 
ception was taken not only on the second 
reading, but also in the Standing Com- 
mittee as well as inthe country. That is 
the provision with regard to arbitration. 
I understood that the right hon. Gentle- 
man gave an undertaking in the Standing 
Committee that Cause 2 should be 
amended in somewhat the sense which I 
then suggested. The Bill in its present 
form gives first place to an agreement as 
superseding, where it exists, the arbitra- 
tion procedure. The effect of the 
clause as it now stands places the 
landlord in a position in which he 
might really dictate the whole mode 
of procedure, and even name the arbi- 
trator. It provides that an agreement, if 
it existed, should entirely supersede the 
operation of the arbitration procedure, 
and that the arbitration procedure could 
only come into effect where there was no 
agreement. Very strong objection has 
been taken to that proposal, and in the 
Standing Committee I understood from 
the right hon. Gentleman that that part 
of the Bill would be amended in the sense 
which I and other hon. Members sug- 
gested—namely, that an agreement should 
not supersede the arbitration procedure, 
and that the arbitration procedure should 
come into operation if either party desired 
it. That is a very important point, and 
I wish to draw the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman to it. Then there was 
another matter which has somewhat a 
comical aspect. Some amusing speeches 
were made on the Second Reading as to 
the relations of this Bill to Scotland. 
| The clause as it now stands was the re- 
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sult of communications between the right 
hon. Gentleman and the Scottish Chamber 
of Agriculture ; but the Scottish Chamber 
of Agriculture have now come to an 
exactly opposite conclusion, and have 
decided, after a very prolonged discus- 
sion, that it would be far better to 
revert to the original clause of the old 
Act of 1883. That is a serious situation, 
on which I think it would be well to 
have some light before we proceed further. 
It also seems to me that it would be ex- 
tremely desirable if, in legislation of 
this kind, the Government would place 
the landlord and the tenant absolutely on 
an equal footing as regards the initiation 
of proceedings under the Act, and also as 
regards certain stages of the proceedings 
so far as is possible, especially the 
lodging of claims. Several Amendments 
were adopted upstairs, but they do 
not go tar enough. What is really 
desired is that there should be an 
equality of position, and that as a corol- 
lary the landlord should be given the right 
of initiating proceedings under the Act. 
Then the Bill improves very greatly the 
procedure of arbitration, but does nothing 
to improve the status and position of 
valuers and arbitrators to be employed 
under the Act. I think that is a very 
grave omission. It seems to me that the 


success of the Act wili largely depend on— 


the improvement it effects in the status 
of valuers and arbitrators. The Act of 
1883 failed principally owing to the in- 
ferior status, character, and capacity of 
a great many local valuers who had to 
carry it out. These will be eliminated to 
a certain extent by the adoption of a 
single arbitrator procedure, and I hope 
the Board of Agriculture, under their 
powers under this Bill, may be able to 
do something in the direction of weeding 
out unsatisfactory valuers, to be sueceeded 
by a better class, who will deal with this 
question in a broad spirit. I regret 
very much that we were unable in 
the Standing Committee to obtain 
any real and substantial extension of 
the Bill with regard to essential 
improvements, which have done so much 
to keep both landlord and tenant going 
during the period of agricultural depres- 
sion. The Government have given a 
concession, in making an allowance for 
seeds, but it does not go half far enough. 
It seems to me that the right of the 
tenant who, by great sacrifices, has 
created on the estate of the landlord one 
Mr. Channing. 
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of its most valuable assets—namely, per- 
manent pasture—should be recognised, 
That is a serious blot on the Bill, and if 
it is passed without that defect being 
remedied, I can only repeat what I said. 
on the Second Reading—that the Bill 
will not go far enough in dealing with an 
essential situation. A tenant who im- 
proves the land to the highest degree, 
and who employs a large amount of 
capital, ought to get the sort of protection. 
he really needs. I wish to direct the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman to 
these points, the first of which ‘I under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman gave an. 
undertaking to rectify —namely, the 
placing of an agreement before the pro- 
cedure for arbitration. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) : At this stage 
I desire to raise a point in connection 
with the Bill which I think is of the 
most vital importance, and I would wish 
to know what action the Government 
intend to take regarding it. There is 
much in this Bill of which [ heartily 
approve, and I should be extremely 
sorry to see it lost, but I think 
the Government have brought it on 
at a very inconvenient time. I under- 
stand there is to be a meeting of the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture to meet 
Members representing agricultural con- 
stituencies to consider the provisions of 
this Bill, and it is a pity that the Bill has 
been brought on before we have had the 
advantage oi their opinion regarding it. 
I may say at once that the question which 
I consider of vital importance is the ques- 
tion of the arbitrator not giving any 
details whatever as to the reasons for his 
award of compensation, and I think we 
should have a very definite explanation 
from the Government in this matter. One 
of the objects of the Act of 1883 was to- 
alter the very slipshod and unsatisfactory 
method of making valuations both on 
behalf of the landlord and on behalf of 
the tenant, and it was distinctly stated in. 
Section 19 that the arbitrator should give 
the reasons—the broad reasons, at all 
events—on which he based the amount 
of his award. This has been entirely 
dropped in this Bill. No doubt it is the 
wish of the Government to simplify 
matters, and I believe that one of the 
chief arguments which will be used. 
against giving details is that it will do 
away almost entirely with litigation, and 
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also with the right of appeal. I, person- | 
ally, do not in the least care about the | 
right of appeal, but I do care very. 
much indeed that the arbitrator should | 
give reasons for his decision. I 
think it is perfectly easy to under- 
stand why it is desirable that these de- 
tails should be given. It is ridiculous to 
provide that an arbitrator should simply | 
state that he awards a sum of £300 or 


£400 which the incoming tenant has to | 


pay to the outgoing tenant, and yet give 


no reason whatever for that award. It. 
| of landlord and tenant it would be far: 


would be equally unfair for an arbitrator 
to decide that the outgoing tenant should 


pay £200 to the landlord for dilapidation | 


and state no reasons. Take a very simple 
instance. The arbitrators may act, and, I 


believe, will act, in all good faith, but itis | 


perfectly plain that a clerical error may 
occur. Take the case of a tenant with a 
mill on his farm. With the consent of his 
landlord he has put new machinery into 
that mill. He dies, and the arbitrator 
fixes the amount of the compensation to | 
be paid to his executors. 
faith the agent states that the improve- | 
ments and works were carried out by the 
tenant, but by a clerical error the land- | 
lord is credited with the new machinery, | 
and the arbitrator thereupon proceeds to 
award to the executors a sum of £50, 
which, under the circumstances, would 
be a grave injustice, and there is no 
possible means of finding out if a clerical 
error had been committed. This is, of 
course, a very strong case, but it might 
Take another case. 


arise. A tenant 
goes to a landlord and asks that a 
certain field may be drained. The 


question arises to who is to pay, and 
ultimately the tenant carries out the 
work. He dies leaving a widow who 
knows nothing about the drainage, and it 
would be perfectly .easy in that case, 
owing to a clerical error, for the arbitrator 
to conclude that it was the landlord and 
not the tenant who drained the field. 1t 
is to the interest of the landlord as well 
as to the interest of the tenant that the 
arbitrator should give the reasons on 
which he based his decision. With 
regard to valuers and arbitrators they 
stand very high indeed, but I think it 
would very greatly raise their status if 
they were required to give details of their 
decision. I myself cannot understand 
what the difficulty in the way is. I do 
not wish an arbitrator to go into every 
minute detail, but he should give the 
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broad reasons. He should state, for 
instance, how much was given to the 
tenant for tillage, and how much for 
drainage and other permanent movements, 
and then azain, how much was given to 
the landlorl for unpaid rent, and how 
much for waste, and how much, if any,. 
for breach of the contract of tenancy. 
I do think, broadly speaking, that this 
question will commend itself to most men.. 
It is not a difficult question in the least 
to understand, even by those not engaged. 
in agricultural pursuits. In the interests 


more convenient, and would improve this. 
Bill enormously. I do not think it 
matters one bit whether we have a right 
of appeal or not; for there is no doubt 
that if the umpire or arbitrator were to. 
state under what heads he gave certain 
sums of money, and it was found that 
these were unfair, he would instantly lose 
caste in the county and nobody would 
employ him again. The effect of that 
would be to raise the status of the arbi- 
trator, and it would be a matter of con- 
venience to landlord and tenant. Under 
the present proposal the arbitrator is to: 
go through a hundred matters, and at the 
end he is to give his decision; but no- 
one can tell whether he has given con- 
sideration to any one of these matters. 
Unless some satisfactory answer to this. 
question is given by the Government, L 
shall use every endeavour to hinder the 
progress of the Bill, though I admit 
there are many things in it of which I 
heartily approve. I think, really, that 
the Government ought to give way on: 
some points. 


*THeE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): All the points raised by 
the hon. Member for East Northampton- 
shire and the noble Lord the Member for 
Horncastle, with one exception, will be 


raised in regard to new clauses to be moved 


on Report stage.. The one question which 
could not be raised by any Amendment 
is as to the effect of an agreement under 
Clause 2, to which reference was made by 
the hon. Gentleman opposite. I was. 
astonished to hear him say that he came 
away from the Committee upstairs with 
the impression that I had undertaken to. 
consider his Amendment to the Bil! which 
would have had the effect of destroying: 
the purpose of an agreement between 


| landlord and tenant. 
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*Mr. CHANNING: I consented to 
withdraw my Amendment in Committee 
‘on the distinct understanding that the 
Government promised to consider and 
provide for it before the Report stage. 


*Mr. LONG: I cannot admit that I 
‘entered into any agreement to leave the 
matter in that way. Ido not recollect 
that I did so, and it certainly never 
‘entered into my mind that I should be 
-able to accept an amendment which would 
destroy the effect of an agreement 
between landlord and tenant. What I 
undertook to consider was whether it 
would be possible to deal with cases in 
which there was an unwilling agreement. 
The view the Government have taken 
throughout, with regard to the relations 
‘of landlord and tenant, is that we believe 
the tenant is very well able, if he chooses, 
to examine for himself, and to make up 
his mind for himself, what the form the 
agreement ought to take. And if he 
‘chooses to enter into an agreement with 
the landlord as to arbitration, we have 
not thought it desirable to substitute the 
-arbitration procedure of the Bill for any 
procedure so adopted as between landlord 
and tenant. The next question is as to 
Sub-section 4, Clause 1. The hon. 
Member said that the Amendment on 
that was the result of a conference with 
the Scottish Chamber of Agriculture, but 
it was amended in Committee in a direc- 
tion which, [am sure, will secure justice to 
all parties. The hon. Member also express- 
-ed his hope that the landlord and tenant 
should be placed on the same footing, and 
that the landlord should be able to initiate 
proceedings. I was rather surprised to 
hear him express that pious hope in 
regard to the footing of equality of land- 
lord and tenant in relation to operations 
on the farm. A landlord enjoys at Com- 
mon Law certain rights which he is 
entitled to enforce, and therefore there is 
an essential difference between the posi- 
tion of landlord and tenant. Unless you 
-are prepared to deprive the landlord of 
those rights which he enjoys at Common 
Law—and this, I take it, is not desired 
by the hon. Member for East Northampton- 


shire—it is impossible to put the landlord | 


-and tenant on an equality. As to giving 
the landlord power to initiate proceed- 
ings, that would be obviously unnecessary 
and useless, because, as I have said, you 
cannot get rid of his rights at Common 
Law. lagree with the hon. Member that 
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| the position of valuers would be mate- 
'rially improved by the adoption of the 
| procedure under this Bill. It will in- 
| crease their dignity and throw a greater 
| responsibility upon them than at present. 
‘But for the Board of Agriculture to 
| select arbitrators, and thus to limit the 
choice to those so selected, would, I 
| think, be most undesirable. It would 
| be extremely difficult for a satisfactory 
/and sufficiently comprehensive list to be 
'adopted to suit the requirements of all 
parts of the country, and enable parties 
to feel certain that they would get justice 
done. In regard to the question of per- 
manent pasture raised by the Amendment 
on the Paper, I will deal with it when we 
reach it. But I may say that although I 
regard permanent pasture as a great ad- 
vantage to a farm when properly laiddown, 
I will endeavour later on to give my 
reasons for believing that it would be 
unfair and undesirable to give the tenant 
the right to lay down permanent pas- 
ture without the consent of the land- 
lord ; the exercise of such a right would 
involve a complete change in the character 
and nature of the holding. My noble 
friend the Member for Horncastle raised 
another point altogether. I confess [ was 
a little astonished at his blaming the 
Government for bringing on this Bill at 
this time. He suggested that we should 
have waited till the meeting of the Central 
Chamber of Agriculture, but I would 
remind him that the date of that meeting 
had not then been fixed. When the 
time comes when he will be responsible 
for the business of Parliament he will 
realise that we cannot be guided in our 
business arrangements here by those of 
outside parties, otherwise public business 
would be indefinitely prolonged, and I 
am inclined to think that that is not 
desirable. Iam now going to deal with 
what is undoubtedly a very important 
point, and that is the action of the 
Government in regard to arbitration 
proceedings. In the first place the 
Government were urged, I may say on 
_all sides, when we were considering this 
question at its earliest stages, to secure 
machinery for the settlement of differ- 
ences between landlord and tenant which 
would be economical both in regard 
to money and time, and which would 
make the settlement of these differences 
as simple as it could possibly be made. 
|The Royal Commission which dealt with 
| this subject recommended that the pro- 
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cedure of the Arbitration Acts should be 
applied to the settlement of these differ- 
ences. That procedure is a single arbi- 
trator, from whose decision, in reference to 
facts, there is no appeal. He gives his 
award exactly in the form provided by 
this Bill, What is it that my noble 
friend is afraid of? He gives us as 
an illustration a case regarding mill 
machinery, in which an injustice has 
been done through a clerical error ; but 
it struck me that it was an illustration 
of injustice arising not so much owing 
to a clerical error as to a_ misstate- 
ment of fact. My noble friend will 
not depend on the award of the 
arbitrator ; he wants to know what the 
different claims are by the tenant, and the 
different awards by the arbitrator. But 
suppose there are two classes of property 
owned by the same man—say, 1,000 
acres of agricultural land and 1,000 acres 
of urban land. Some of the urban land 
is taken, and there is an arbitration as to 
the price ; he gets his award on a single 
sheet of paper, without any details as to 
the value of the different parts of the 
property. Why not adopt the same pro- 
cedure in regard to agricultural land ? 
My noble friend says he does not care 
about an appeal; he only wants the in- 
formation as to the valuation of the 
different parts of the property. But 
what, I ask, is the use of that information 
if there is no appeal ? 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY : 
I say if you had it you would never em- 
ploy the arbitrator again. 


*Mr. LONG: If the arbitrator has given 
an unfair award, you would discover that 
without taking the award to pieces. If 
you are going to give the heads under 
which the award is decided, or the reasons 
for the amount at which the arbitrator 
arrives at his figures, you must give an 
appeal in order that the differences of 
estimate may be ascertained. The 
moment you give an appeal you get rid of 
the simplicity and finality of these pro- 
ceedings, and thus introduce litigation. 
Now, our main object in introducing the 
Arbitration Act procedure is that we may 
simplify the machinery, cheapen the pro- 
cedure, and give to the arbitrator a re- 
sponsible position so as to enable him to 
settle definitely and once for all, all 


matters of fact—leaving an appeal only 
‘on matters of law. 


This procedure of , 
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| the Arbitration Act has been successful 
where it has been employed. In no other 
| kind of arbitration is it necessary for the 
_ arbitrator to give reasons for his decision 
| or the heads of his award ; and I do not 
see why we should give a procedure to 
agricultural tenancies different from that 
in all other arbitrations. My noble 
' friend concluded his remarks by saying 
that if my reply was not satisfactory he 
would offer every opposition to the 
passage of this Bill. I would point out 
that there will be abundant scope for 
him on Report stage to criticise the parts 
of the Bill to which he objects without 
the sweeping method of rejecting the 
whole Bill. 


*Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.): I am 
not at all surprised that my noble friend 
the Member for Horncastle should have 
adopted the point of view that he did, both 
on the ground as to the timeseiected by the 
Government for bringing this measure 
before the House, and on the ground of 
the provisions which it contains. The hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire com- 
plained that the Bill had been brought on 
before the meeting of the Central Chamber 
of Agriculture. That is not a point on 
which I feel strongly, although the right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill 
might have deferred the consideration of 

the Bil! until he had had the opportunity 
of hearing the opinion of that body. But 
there is another point of far greater im- 
portance than that of the opinions of 
chambers of agriculture. Many Members 
who take a great interest in the Bill were 
given to understand, through the ordinary 
channels of communication, that the 
measure would not be taken for several 
days, and it was with considerable sur- 
prise that we saw, last Friday, that the 
Bill, instead of being made the third 
Order of the Day, was put down as second. 
It must be remembered that comparatively 
few on this side of the House were 
present on the Select Committee, and 
it cannot be denied that the proce- 
dure adopted is not a very satisfactory 
one for discussing such debatable provi- 
sions as are contained in this Bill, espe- 
cially for hon. Members who are engaged 
on Committees on other Bills. I think 
the Government would have consulted 
the convenience of their friends by post- 
poning the consideration of this measure. 
I do not believe there is any real 
demand for the Bill, and I cannot conceive 
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that there is any great advantage | it will be necessary to retain the right of 
in it over the Bill of 1883. It, how- appeal. For my part I should be very 
ever, to a certain extent, simplifies much in favour of retaining the right of 


procedure, and we are all in favour of 
simpler procedure, of getting rid of the 
legal element as far as possible, and of 
reducing cost. But the Bill goes far 
beyond that, and introduces principles of 
a totally different and debatable character 
to which many in this House, and outside 
it, object. One is the limitation of the 
landlord’s right of distraint, which, in my 
opinion, is against the policy systemati- 
cally argued for fifteen years, of increas- 
ing the number of small holdings. Then 
it increases the number of cases in which 
the tenant may claim compensation for 
improvements which he has carried out 
without the consent of the landlord. I 
hold strong opinions on that point. I 
think that you should limit the number 
of improvements which the tenant may 
embark upon without the consent of the 
landlord to those which are absolutely 
necessary for the proper cultivation of 
the holding. The moment you go beyond 
those improvements absolutely necessary 
to proper cultivation, and go in for 
orchards, osier beds, permanent pasture, 
etc., you introduce a radically different 
principle from that which has been 
long established—a principle capable of 
very serious and indefinite extension. 
There is another point in regard to the 
question of an appeal from a decision of 
an arbitrator. The right hon. Gentleman 
has told us that this Bill does not intro- 
duce any very material difference in the 
practice of the present law. 


*Mr. LONG: It 
radical change. 


does introduce a 


*EaRL PERCY: Yes, a radical change 
in this sense: that you get rid of the 
power of appeal ; and that is one of the 
points to which I most object. You set 
up a single arbitrator without any limits 
to his discretion. He has no assessor, 
and from his decisions you have no right 
of appeal. He has the power of entirely 
confiscating the property of the landlord 
and transferring it tothe tenant. Now, 
my noble friend asks a very simple 
question. He asks the right hon. Gentle- 
man to give an assurance that provision 
shall be made in the Bill that the arbi- 
trator will state the reasons for his 
award. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man says that if such a provision is made 


Earl Percy. 


appeal, and I frankly admit that I dis- 
agree with the measure on that point, and 
agree with my noble friend. If there were: 
aright of appeal to a judicial court we 
should soon create a general code which 
would be a guide to future arbitrators, 
By an appeal, for instance to a County 
Court Judge, you would obtain a decision 
from a competent judicial authority, and 
that decision would be a guide. as I 
have said, to the arbitrators; but at 
present there is no priuciple to assist 
them. One arbitrator gives his decision 
on one principle which appeals to him, 
and another on another principle. 
It is only by an appeal to a court 
of justice that you can get a 
definite. code of principles which would 
be binding on the arbitrators. I should 
like to ask the right hon. Gentleman a 
question on one point. When he talks of 
the necessity of an appeal, if the arbitra. 
tor gives details under separate heads of 
the award, I think he is probably con- 
fusing two points of view which are really 
distinct—that is an appeal on a question 
of law and an appeal on a question of fact.. 
The Bill proposes to do away with an 
appeal on questions of fact, but not on 
questions of law. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says that no details are given in the 
award in commercial cases, or in cases of 
the compulsory purchase of land in 
towns. There is one answer to that, 
and that is that the owners of that 
class of property have never had a right 
to appeal against the decision of the 
arbitrator, whereas since 1883 the holders 
of agricultural property have, equally with 
the tenants, had a right of appeal. But 
another point far stronger than that is 
that in the case of the compulsory pur- 
chase of land I believe it is the fact that 
the arbitrator always states a case for a 
superior court on his own _ initiative. 
Therefore, it is always possible for the 
parties to the dispute to get a decision 
upon questions of law as well as questions. 
of fact. But it will be said that under 
this Bill they can also appeal ; that they 
can go to the County Court and say 
this is a question of law, and ask for @ 
mandamus against the arbitrator, calling 
upon him to state a case. But you can- 
not appeal for the statement of a case 
without knowing the facts, and if the 
arbitrator makes the award in 4 
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lump sum upon 


point as the point where the particular 


question of law has arisen ? All we ask | 


is that the right hon. Gentleman will 
consider the points I have placed before 
him. I am not a legal authority, but I 
have studied this subject with some care, 
and I am certain that if leave is given, 
the principle on which it will be given is 
on aquestion of law. Such a solution as 
has been suggested will relieve the 
Member for the Horncastle Division of 
Lincolnshire from the painful necessity of 
obstructing this Bill. I do not myself 
desire to obstruct it, and should be glad 
to see it passed into law ; but I do think 
there are many points which require con- 
sideration. 


CapTAIN PRETYMAN (Suffolk, Wood- | 
bridge): This question of arbitration is a 
simple one, but I think there is some mis- 
apprehension with regard to it. As we 
read the Bill I think some of us have 
rather gathered that this arbitrator is to 
come in as between the parties in dispute 
without the intervention of anyone. If 
that had been so there would have been 
the gravest cause of complaint. Here are 
two parties, one of whom has a claim 
against the other, or each have claims | 
against the other, and if the arbitrator, | 
who is called in, has to come in and 
inquire into the whole complicated case 
and give his decision, embracing all the 
different issues, and give no particulars as | 
to how that decision is arrived at, and 
ithere is to be no appeal whatever, and no 
intervention of an expert between him 
and the parties concerned, there would 
ensue a condition of things which would 
probably give rise to very great com- | 
plaint. But as I read the Bill that is not 
the case. There are some very important 
words in the second section, line 8, 
page 2: “If the landlord and tenant fail | 
to agree.” I take those words to mean 
‘that arbitration is only to be resorted to 
when the valuers, who are naturally 
appointed between the parties in the first 
instance, and who are experts, have failed | 
‘to agree with regard to any particular 
matter mentioned in the schedule, and | 
not necessarily, I may say never, with | 
‘regard to the whole of the schedule. | 
‘The Bill further says, “If there is a 
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two schedules, each | 
containing fifteen or twenty provisions, | 
how is it possible for any landowner or | 
tenant to lay his finger upon a particular | 


|} agree upon 


| decide 
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difference in respect of an improvement.” 
I take that to mean in respect of a par- 
ticular improvement in regard to which 
there is a difference of opinion. When 
there is a difference of opinion under this 
Bill the parties appoint each his own 
valuer, and then if the valuers fail to 
any particular point the 
arbitrator is called in and his decision is 
final upon the matter of fact. That is, as 
I suppose, on the financial fact of £ s. d., 


and if that be so there will not be any 


serious source of complaint, because there 
will be two experts appointed by the 
parties themselves. Therefore, instead of 
not knowing upon what facts the arbi- 
trator took his decision, the facts would 
be laid before him by the valuers—the 
experts—of the parties concerned, and 
the aggrieved party would only have to 
apply to his own valuer, because he, 
having laid the case before the arbitrator, 
must know what points the decision was 
given upon. If that is so, it brings these 
cases within the category of those com- 
mercial arbitrations, or Lands Clauses Act 
arbitrations, referred to by the right hon. 
Gentleman, because in those cases the 
parties between whom the arbitration is 
are represented by experts, who lay their 
case before the arbitrator. And there 
the arbitrator’s decision, as to matters of 
fact, is final. In regard to matters of 
law there is an appeal which is exactly 
similar under the old Act. Under the 
Lands Clauses Umpire Act of 1883 there 
were first of all two referees, and then an 
arbitrator, although I do not know that 
the advantage was greater because you had 
three experts instead of one, because if 
you had two parties concerned in a 


case of this kind either party if he be 


cantankerous could drag the other party 
before an arbitrator, and put him to con- 
siderable expense. As a question of 
landlord and tenant I personally look 


‘upon it as a landlord, but I also look at 


it from the point of view of the farmer, 
and I feel myself that if my valuer failed 
to come to an agreement with the valuer 


of the party who is quitting my land, and 


a responsible arbitrator was appointed to 
between those two men, and 
my valuer had a locus standi to put 
my case before him, 1 should be quite 
satisfied with the decision as_ to 
matters of fact. As to questions of law 
it would be different ; and as to questions 
of law and the stating of a case for a 
superior court, I do not see why agricul- 
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tural experts should not do the same as is 
done in commercial arbitrations. 


*EarL PERCY: In commercial cases 
questions of Jaw that are likely to arise 
are stated at once before the arbitra- 


tion commences ; in agricultural arbitra- | 


tions they are not so obvious. I cannot 
see what objection there can be to giving 
the particulars. 


CAPTAIN PRETYMAN: When it comes | 


to stating a case for a superior court, of 


course particulars must be given, and | 
To take a | 
case toa court of law without any par-| 


particulars can be demanded. 


ticulars would be a preposterous thing, 
but I never contemplated that. The point 
I am dealing with, and it is a point which 
I think requires an answer, is whether 


the parties themselves should say whether | 


it was desirable or not that a ease should 
be stated. Where experts are appointed 


by the parties, they will be of the same | 
class as uhe arbitrator himself ; they have | 


the same knowledge of agricultural law, 


and I think they would be able to decide | 


whether there is any 
Therefore we 


for themselves 
necessity to state a case. 


have no reason to fear that a decision | 


will be given by the arbitrator which 


will be wrong in law, and that neither | 


party will be able to find the point upon 


which that decision was given, and that | 


the wrong decision will stand. I am 
bound to say that, although I examined 


this Bill very carefully, I was very much | 
of the opinion of my noble friend ; but | 
having given it further and closer study, | 
I think this Bill will work out very satis- | 


factorily — that very few cases indeed 
will come forward ; the valuers will be 
able to settle nearly every case, and when 
they cannot settle a case the appointment 
of an arbitrator supported by the appeal 
to the County Court on a question of law 
will be very satisfactory. 


ful consideration of the House. 
was in regard to the question of distress. 
I think we should look very carefully 
indeed at the distress clause before we 
interfere with the existing clause in the 
Act of 1883. It is not a landlord’s ques- 
tion, it is a tenant’s question, and, 
as a landlord, I feel very loth to 
express an opinion upon it; but I 
hope that this clause will not be pressed. 
With regard to the question raised by 


Capt. Pretyman. 


{COMMONS} 


There are two | 
other points which were mentioned by | 
my noble friend, which require the care- | 
The first | 
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{my noble friend with respect to the 
| change in the character of the holding, 
| that should also be looked into very care- 
| fully. The broad principle has been laid 
| down in the first schedule of this Bill 
that where an improvement has anything 
to do with the cultivation of the farm 
only it ought to be allowed, but that 
when it eomes to altering the permanent 
'character of the holding the consent of 
|the landlord should be necessary. The 
three things mentioned by my noble 
friend—osiers, gardens, and orchards— 
would distinctly alter the character ot 
the holding, and would require careful 
consideration by the landlord. It is in 
itself, perhaps, a small matter, and as it 
stands I do not think a single landlord 
would object ; but it happens that there is 
| a great principle involved, and whether it 
is worth while to insert this particuiar 
provision to depart from that principle, 
which is of value now and may be of good 
use hereafter, is questionable. Therefore 
I think, for the reasons I have laid before 
| the House, that this Bill when it passes. 
into law will prove satisfactory. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I venture to think that the inter- 
pretation which the hon. Member for 
Woodbridge has put upon this Bill is 
different from that which is generally put 
upon it, and I should like to know 
whether the interpretation which he puts 
upon Clause 2 is that which the Govern- 
ment puts upon it, because the sub- 
stance and the character of this Bill will 
be entirely altered if that interpre- 
tation is correct. As I understand it, 
whenever a cise arises where a tenant 
wants to make a claim, under this 
| Bill an arbitrator is to be at once 
appointed and give his decision. There 
is no intermediate stage, as the hon. 
| Gentleman stated, of appointing valuers. 
The hon. Gentleman accentuated the im- 
portance of the interpretation which he 
placed upon Clause 2, by saying that if 
his interpretation was correct there would 
be very little resort to this Bill either by 
tenants or landlords. I think, therefore, 
that we ought to have from the right 
hon. Gentleman a statement as to whether 
the interpretation of the hon. Member 
for Woodbridge is correct, and the pro- 
| cedure indicated by him that which it is 
| intended shall be taken under this Bill. 


I hope the Government will not listen to: 
| the arguments urged by the noble Lords. 
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opposite. First of all as to the form in 
which the award of the arbitrator is to be | 
given; that is one of the few gains 
offered to the agricultural community 
under this Bill, and you do simplify these | 
cases When you say the award shall be 
iven in a lump sum. I also hope the | 
lorenttisenit will not listen to the argu-| 
ments urged as to the appeal. As I 
understand the two noble Lords, they 
wish to have incorporated not only the 
question of law but also the question of | 
facts. I think we ought to simplify and | 
cheapen procedure as much as possible ; 
but when you give a right to appeal on a | 
question of fact as well as of lav. 
you increase the procedure, and also the 
cost. The right hon. Gentleman who in- 
troduced this Bill said that one of the 
objects was to simplify and cheapen the 
procedure, but in my opinion, if he 
accepts the suggestions of the noble Lords 
it will have exactly the opposite result. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
said that, in all honesty, he thought by the 
arrangement which had resulted in this 
Bill being considered at the present time 
the Government had not displayed very | 
much consideration for their supporters, 
many of whom had received the impres- 
sion that the Bill was not to be discussed 
at so early a date. 


*Toe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): May I ask where the 
noble Lord obtained that information, and 
whether it was through the ordinary 
channels of the House ? 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: I understand 
so; the information was conveyed to me. 
I do not suggest any breach of faith, but 
this is a very inconvenient time to have 
this debate, and it happens that a great 
many Members are unable to be in their 
places on the present occasion. One can- 
not rid one’s self of the suspicion that 
that was one of the considerations which 
induced the Government to put down the 
Rill for to-night. 


*Mr. LONG: The suggestion is un- 
worthy of the noble Lord, and quite un- 
founded. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL did not suggest 
anything improper or dishonourable on 
the part of the right hon. Gentleman, but | 


{2 Juty 1900} 


-an ambiguous clause. 
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| the occasion was inconvenient, and there- 


fore he thought it was necessary to appeal 
to the right hon. Gentleman to consider- 
as favourably as possible the Amendments 
which came before him, especially on 


points which, like the one under: 
discussion, were somewhat intricate. 
Who was to decide what was the 


proper interpretation of the Act? The 
hon. Member for Woodbridge took one 
view, the hon. Member for East Aber- 
deenshire took another. He hoped before 
the discussion came to a conclusion the 
Attorney General would advise the House 
as to what was the proper interpretation. 
He thought the House would be well ad- 
vised in inserting words into the Bill 
which would make the matter plain, as 
there was certainly no object in passing 
With regard to 
the question of appeal, the appeal was 
resisted on the ground that it would 
destroy the character and the simplicity 
which was the great feature of the Bill. 
He quite agreed that simplicity of pro- 
cedure was a very good thing, but it 
might, he thought, be purchased at too. 
high a price. Cheap justice or rough 
justice, generally meant no justice at all. 
A similar discussion arose during the- 
passage of the Workmen’s Compensation 
Bill through the House, and a very im- 
portant Amendment was inserted upon 
the question of the right to take the 
master to the Court of Appeal. In that 
case the Government allowed the House 
to take its own course, and that Amend- 
ment was carried in spite of the argu- 
ments brought against it. Then, as now, 


/it was said that the character and sim- 


plicity of the Bill would be destroyed, and 
that artisans would be involved in great ex- 
pense, but ultimately the Amendment was 
inserted. It was no doubt essential to 
have a simple form of doing justice, but 
the object of such a system was, it must 
be remembered, to do justice between 
the parties, and it should be made so 
plain that the people knew what to 
expect when they went to law. Probably 
the most simple system of law and 


_administration the world had ever seen 


was the system of revolutionary govern- 

ment under the Convention in 1793.* 
Nothing could exceed the simplicity of 

that procedure under which people could: 
get a decision in an extraordinarily short, 
space of time—cases of a criminal character: 
being disposed of in the space of twenty-- 
four hours. But because the procedure. 
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‘was simple it was not good. Simplicity ; object of the Legislature in 1883, and if 


} 
| 


was apt to be synonymous 
a rough and ready system of jus- 
tice, which was often very unfair. This | 


Bill was one which undoubtedly com- | 


manded wide support, but it was impossi- 
ible not to see, even in the course of the 


present discussion, that the Bilf might be | 


with | anyone can say that that intention has 


not been carried out it will be legitimate 
ground for considering whether the law 
should not be amended. There are only 


| one or two points on which I wish to say 


|a word or two at this stage. I shall 
refer first to the construction of the 


used as a platform for further legislation | 


of a much more objectionable character. 
The hon. Member for East Northampton- 


shire frankly said that he regarded the Bill | 


as very faulty. He said it did not go far 
enough, and he anticipated that in the 
future legislation must go much further. 
His right hon. friend the President of the 
Board of Agriculture had argued as from 


ast precedents, and a similar argument | 
P I ‘ pen. | agreement between landlord and tenant, and 


would be applicable to all the precedents 
set up under this Bill. Therefore they 
were entitled to consider this Bill most 
-carefully, and he earnestly hoped that the 
Government, in spite of exhortations 
-ecoming from the other side, would not 


shut the door in the face of their own | 


supporters. It was, of course, only too 


«easy for the Government, anxious to pass | 


the Bill, to remember that opponents 
could give more trouble than supporters, 
and not to give too much consideration 
to the merits of the case. He hoped, 
however, that that would not be the case 
in regard to the present Bill, and that the 
Government would decide these questions 
in accordance with right and justice. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FInLAy, Inverness Burghs) : 
There is one point on which I cannot 
-agree with my noble friend who has just 
spoken. He said that our opponents 
could always give more trouble than our 


'that landlord and tenant 


second section of the Bill— 


‘Ifa tenant claims to be entitled to com- 
pensation, whether under the principal Act or 
this Act, or under custom, agreement, or 
otherwise, in respect of any improvement 
comprised in the First Schedule ot this Act, 
and if the landlord and tenant fail to agree as 
to the amount and time and mode of payment 


| of such compensation, the difference shall be 


settled by arbitration in accordance with the 
provisions, if any, in that behalf in any 


in default of and subject to any such provisions 
by arbitration under this Act in accordance 
with the provisions set out in the Second 
Schedule to this Act.” 


Provision is made for raising any 
question of law which may relate 
to one of the parties and _ which 
may not relate to the other. 


I quite agree with my hon. friend the 
Member for the Woodbridge division 
before they 
rush to arbitration will probably, like 
sensible Englishmen, take skilled advice, 


'and put their differences in the hands 


supporters. I am not sure that my noble 
friend has described that matter accu- | 
rately. I was very glad to hear my 


noble friend the Member for South Ken- 


sington say that this is a good Bill, and | 


that, on the whole, he is anxious that it 
should pass. I gather that that is the 
opinion of all the other noble Lords and 
hon. Members who have spoken. Various 


points have been raised, but I would | ‘ 
| state in the form of a special case for the 


remind the House that what we are now 


gsking is that this Bill should be othe. | 


| arising in the course of the arbitration.” 


- sidered, and all these points, of course, 
will be considered at the proper time and 
in the proper way. It has been said that 
the clause with regard to the right of 


| 





of experts, although, of course, there is 
no obligation upon them to do so. If 
they fail to agree, after every facility 
has been afforded, then, and not till then, 
they will go to arbitration. The practice 
hitherto in too many cases has been for 
the landlord and tenant when they failed 
to agree each to appoint his arbitrator. 
The provision now is that if any question 
of law emerges in the course of the 
arbitration either party may require the 
arbitrator to state a case, and if the 
Judge of the County Court directs that 
he should do so ne is bound to state a 
case. In the second schedule of the Bill 
the ninth rule says: 

“The arbitrator may at any stage of the 
proceedings, and shall, if so directed by the 
judge of a county court (which direction may 
be given on the application of either party) 


opinion of that court any question of law 


I would ask the House whether it is not 
more convenient, if a question of law 


arises in the course of an arbitration, that 


distress goes too far, but the intention of | it should be disposed of while the case is 
that clause is to carry out what was the | pending and before the final award. 


Lord Hugh Cecil. 
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Formerly the matter went to award, and 
from that there was an appeal. I do not 
think the words in regard to that matter 
can be made clearer. It is not the inten- 
tion of the Bill in any way or in the 
slightest degree to prevent full considera- 


tion by the court of any question of law | 


that arises. It would be a question of 
Jaw whether an improvement was of such 
a nature that compensation was fair or 
not under the Act, but with regard to 
that we desire that the fullest oppor- 
tunity should be given for the considera- 
tion of these questions. The appeal on 
the question of law is intended to be con- 
served, and, if any change is necessary to 
make that clear it can be considered when 
the Bill is dealt with upon the Report 
stage. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire): The point in the Bill 
which we have hitherto been discussing 
does not seem to me to be nearly so im- 
portant as the point which originated the 
discussion—I mean the point raised by 
the noble Lord opposite, namely, the 


direction to the arbitrator that he should | 


specify in his award the different heads. 


He referred to what is done under the | 


Lands Clauses Act, but the case is not at 
all parallel to the number of different 
questions which will be raised between 
landlord and tenant as to the various im- 
provements specified in the Bill. Each 
separate improvement raises a separate 
consideration, and it is perfectly reason- 
able that the parties should be told in 
which of these points they have succeeded 
and in which of them they 
failed. Moreover, it is considered that 
many of the arbitrators before whom 
those questions will come will not be 


men of any very great experience, and | 


certainly will not have any great amount 
of practice in deciding upon points on 
which they have to say yes orno. It 
will tend very greatly to satisfactory 
awards if they are tied down to state in 
each case what the breach of covenant 
consists in, what the claims consist of, 
and what the award is in tach case. 
Another question has been raised as to 
distress. It has been said that this is a 
tenants’ question, but it must not be for- 
gotten that the existence of the right of 
distress necessarily tends to increase 
competition for farms, because it enables 
men with rather less capital to take farms 
on account of there being a first charge in 
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favour of the landlord for a considerable 
amount. It is said that to give the right of 
distress will encourage small holdings. In 
my opinion it is not likely to have that re- 
sult, and I speak with very considerable ex- 
perience in small holdings. My experience 
is, if a small holder once gets into arrear 
his case is hopeless, and it is better that 
there should be no inducement to the 
landlord to give indulgence. That clause 
in the Bill should be allowed to stand. 
Complaints have been made against 
putting permanent grass and other 
improvements of that kind in the category 
of those which in the view of the landlord 
are not required. There is no doubt that 
any sensible landlord would assent to the 
laying down of permanent pasture, and the 
planting of osier beds, if donereasonably and 
by a reasonable tenant ; but there is still a 
considerable number of absentee land- 
lords whose estates are managed in a 
rigid way, not by agents familiar with 
country affairs, but by London lawyers or 
agents. On these grounds I hope the 
Government will consider before we come 
to the Report stage the suggestion made, 
and if the noble Lord the Member for 
Horncastle should press any Amendment 
in the direction he has indicated certainly 
[ should be very glad to support it. 


*Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton): I have listened with astonishment 
to the different views expressed as to the 
mode of arbitration procedure under 
Clause 2, and therefore it is very difficult 
to understand what the procedure will 
be. The suggestion I am going to make 
to the Government is this. During the 
negotiations between this Government 
and the Transvaal Government before 
the outbreak of the war, the Transvaal 
Government introduced a Bill offering 
to reduce the term of qualification for 
| the franchise to five years for Uitlanders, 
| the Colonial Secretary made the very 
unique suggestion that the Transvaal 
Government should appoint a joint Com- 
mission to inquire into the working of the 
law before it came into operation—that is, 
if the Bill became law. My suggestion is 
‘that the Government should try the ex- 
| periment by suspending this Bill and 
| appointing a Commission to inquire as to 
how the second clause would work. I 
| believe that suggestion to the Transvaal 
| Government was a unique one, and it 
would be interesting if the Government 

would try the experiment on their own 


N 
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particular measures. Members who had 
listened to the discussion on this side of 
the House were absolutely in a state of 
confusion as to what this clause is. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I-certainly think it is most proper that 
this Bill should be considered, and I would 
suggest respectfully that it should be 
considered from the point of view of the 
drafting. My view is that it is the ex- 
traordinary method of drafting that has 
caused much of the confusion that has 
been apparent during this debate, and 
to that also is no doubt due the out- 
burst of the noble Lord. It is in conse- 
quence of the defects of drafting that the 
Bill as it stands is the most remarkable 
example of referential and allusive legis- 
lation I have ever come across. As it 
stands the Bill is an absolute cryptogram, 
and nobody can possibly approach to an 
understanding of it until he has provided 
himself with nine other Acts of Parlia- 
ment. Without these it is as much a 
mystery as the hieratic writing of the 
great Egyptian priests was a mystery to 
the common people who only understood 
the common writing. Yet the Act is 
intended for plain men, and to enable 
landlords and tenants to understand their 
positions and relations to each other. 
The whole suggestion of the Attorney 
General is that they should make up their 
minds as to what their powers are, what 
the justice of the case demands, and then 
consult an expert. Pass the Bill as it 
stands, and no landlord or tenant, unless 
inspired with extra wisdom from on high, 
will be able to understand what his rights 


are. I will give an example from the | 


first clause— 


“ References in the principal Act to the First 
Schedule to that Act shall be construed as 
references to the First Schedule to this Act.” 


At the end of the second clause I find 
these words— 

“Subject to any provision contained in any 
agreement between landlord and tenant the 


Arbitration Act, 1889, shall not apply to any 
arbitration to which this Act applies.” 


The third clause contains the following— 


“Sections twenty-nine, thirty, and thirty- 
one of the principal Act shall apply to any 
money paid by or due from a landlord toa 


tenant as compensation for any improvement | 


comprised in the First Schedule of this Act, 
whether the compensation be claimed under 
this Act or under custom or agreement or 
otherwise.” 


Mr. Jonathan Samuel. 
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‘I do not think anybody can understand 
| that clause without collating all the diffe- 
‘rent Acts. I desire once again to renew 
| the protest I have made many times as to 
the monstrous abuse perpetrated by one 
Government after another, perpetrated 
| by one front bench after another, in intro- 
| ducing into the House, and passing by 
|Government majorities, Bills which no 
human being can understand. It is per- 
| fectly outrageous to pass a Bill like this 
/which you cannot understand until you 
| have learned by heart nine other Acts. 
/On a representation being made to the 
late Government on the subject, when the 
| Behring Sea Bill was before the House, 
‘they embodied all the clauses of other 
Acts to which the Bill itself alluded. 
That was reasonable. If the Government 
had done this now, I should not require 
‘to make any reference to this matter. 
Look at this cryptogram in the tenth 
section— 

“References to the principal Act and to 
Sections 29, 30, 32, and 34 thereof, shall be 
construed as references to the Agricultural 
Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1883, and to Sections 
24, 26, 25, and 30, thereof, respectively. 
References to Sections 31 and 39 of the 
plincipal Act shall not apply.” 

'One more quotation from the tenth 
| clause— 
“A reference tothe Arbitration Act, 1899, 
shall be construed as a reference to the Arbi- 
tration (Scotland) Act, 1894, and a reference 
to the Market Gardeners’ Compensation Act, 
1895, shall be construed as a reference to the 
Market Gardeners’ Compensation (Scotland) 
Act, 1897.” 

Clause 9 contains the following-— 

“ References to ‘manures’ in the principal 

; Aet, and this Act shall be construed as reter- 
| ences to the improvements numbered twenty- 
| four, twenty-five, and twenty-six, in Part 3 of 
| the First Schedule to this Act.” 
| You have no right to ask this House to 
| spend its time passing solemn Acts of 
| Parliament to which the Royal Assent 
| should be given, and hy which the people 
| of this country should be bound, without 
| giving them some chance of understand- 
| ing what the law is. Many and many a 
| time in this House I have risen to protest 
| against this system of not saying what 
| you mean. Why do you not say what 
| you mean? Are you ashamed to say it ! 
' Do you think the House will not accept 
it? If either of these reasons were true 
| you ought not to introduce the measure. 

If you are not ashamed of it, if you do 
_understand it, and if you believe the 
‘ 
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House will adopt it, in God’s name state | schedule of the Bill, what possible objec- 
it in plain language. The landlord has | tion could there be to the arbitrator 
got to try to understand the Act; the | giving the amount he had arrived at on 
tenant has got to try to understand the | each item? That would be much more 
Act ; even the unhappy Court of Arbi-/ satisfactory than lumping them together 
tration has got to try to understand it. | and leaving the parties to discover for 
Will you give none of them a chance ?| themselves the compensation awarded in 
Are you determined that nobody should | respect of particular items. He did not 
know what it is you put into an Act of| very much care whether the Bill passed 
Parliament? Do let us once for al! come | into law or not, but if it did he hoped it 
toa resolution to bring to an end this} would first be amended in several material 
mischievous, false, deceitful, and dis-| particulars. 





honest system of getting the House of 
Commons to pass clauses in Acts of Par- 
liament which do not say what they 
mean, which allude to other Acts of Par- 
liament—and not even to them, but only 
to them with differences, and differences 
upon differences, and again differences 
upon those. It is not creditable to Her 


Majesty’s Government, it is not credit- | 


able to the House of Commons, and it is 
not creditable to the country. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sus- | 


sex, Horsham) was understood to express | 


his entire agreement with the complaint 


of the last speaker. He had no concep- | 
(of Agriculture will have a _ court 


tion until this discussion of the infinite 
possibilities which lay within the four 
corners of the Bill under consideration. 
Apparently a tenant might be entitled to 
compensation in five different ways in 


| Mr. H. ©. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.) : 
| [have no doubt the Attorney General will 
| suggest that I am somewhat obtuse, but 
| up to the present I have failed to under- 
| stand the position of Clause 3 and 
| Clause 2. I propose to deal with Clause 3 
| first. Under that clause the powers of 
the County Court are to be exercised by 
the Board of Agriculture, “and ‘the 
| Board of Agriculture’ accordingly should 
| be substituted for ‘County Court’ in 
Sections 29, 30, 31, 32, and 39 of that 
Act.” What I want to understand is 
'how that inquiry is to be dealt with, 
whether locally, or whether the Board 


in London to deal with these questions. 
While I have every confidence in the 
President of the Board of Agriculture, [ 
am perfectly confident that, from a legal 


respect of any of the improvements com- | point of view, that will not prove a satis- 
prised within the schedule to the Bill, and | factory tribunal, because its decisions will 
of those improvements there were thirty-| not be properly reviewed by the courts 
four. Each person was to appoint his | of law. I do not pose as an expert in 
expert, and these experts were to sit | agricultural holdings, but I do claim to 
down and endeavour to agree, but if they | have some knowledge of arbitrations and 
could not agree absolutely and entirely | proceedings in County Courts, and I must 
the matter was to go before the arbitrator. | say that if there is one way more unsatis- 
This- was simplicity of procedure ; this | factory than another of obtaining deci- 
was shortening the deliberations between | sions on points of law it is by reference 
landlord and tenant at the expiration of | to a County Court. I will give my reasons 
a tenancy. This was deliberately put| for that view. In London alone, with 
before the House as a means of simplify-| which [am more familiar, on the ques- 
ing the relations between landlord and | tion of the Workmen’s Compensation 
tenant. Simplicity indeed! One’s mind | Act, there are two or three County Court 


almost reeled at the contemplation | Judges who entertain contrary opinions 


of the possible variety of claims 
that might be put forward in 
different ways. He preferred the sim- 
plicity of the common law, even before 
the Common Law Procedure Act. He 
was greatly in favour of anything which 
would simplify procedure ; but there was 


one thing more desirable than simplicity, | 


and that was certainty. When they were 
dealing with a multiplicity ot facts such 
as might reasonably arise under the third 


upon particular points in that Act, and 
one may be fairly clear as to what a 
variety of decisions there will be if the 
opinion of County Court Judges is to be 
| taken on these points of law. I venture 
| to say that what the Act of Uniformity 
| deals with in the preface to the Book of 
Common Prayer about the uses of Sarum, 
| Hereford, and Bangor will certainly be 
illustrated by a greater number of deci- 
sions of, say, the County Courts of Essex, 
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securing simplicity and expedition is by 
referring that point of law not to the 
County Court of the district, but to the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, and from there, 
if necessary, to the Court of Appeal. I 
am astonished that the Attorney General 
should be satisfied with the suggestion 
that these arbitrators, these expert per- 
sons with every knowledge of agriculture 
but none of law, should be permitted to 
state a case. To state a case for a 
Superior Court is a work of great diffi- 


culty. It has to be drawn first by one 
side, then approved by the other, and 
finally approved by the person from 


whose decision the appeal is to be made. 
What sort of a case will be stated by the 
ordinary arbitrators in an agricultural 
district, and in what condition will that 
case find itself when it goes before the 
County Court Judge? There is another 
point to which I should like to draw 
attention. I am perfectly confident that 
this House ought not to sanction the 
abrogration of that portion which under 
Clause 19 of the old Act of 1883 made 
it absolutely necessary for the arbitrator 
to give each of his findings under a 
specific heading. 
arbitrations which take place under the 
ordinary rules of the Lands Clauses 
Consolidation Act, or in 
tions which arise in connection 
with public improvements, the arbitrator 
does not give a specific amount under 
each head of the claim. 
the arbitrator, especially if he is nota 
legal person, always gives those par- 
ticulars if he is asked to do so by either 
of the parties to the inquiry. If the law 
is to be altered, let it be altered with 
some probability of the law being ascer- 
tained not only in a simple and speedy 
way, but in a satisfactory way. Then, 
Sir, why should not Sub-section 3 apply 
to Scotland ? I see later on that no por- 
tion of the Bill is to apply to Ireland, but 
I cannot understand why Sub-section 3 is 
not to apply to Scotland, while it applies 
to England. The Bill is a most unsatis- 
factory one in the way in which it deals 
with other Acts—in citing, repealing, or 
incorporating them. One of the most 
painstaking members of the Court of 
Appeal, Lord Justice Smith, has com- 


plained over and over again of the manner | 
in which Parliament throws at the Judges | my own. 


Mr. H. C. Richards. 


arbitra- | 


But if desired | 
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If points of law | these Acts with references to a number 
arise in regard to the wording of any | of other Acts without specifically setting ° 
new Act, the proper and only way of | them out. 


It has been said that in | 


| Judges. 
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It is not fair to the public, 
and it is not fair to Her Majesty’s 
The only thing it does is to 
make the position of the law utterly 
impossible for an ordinary person to 
grasp, and to suggest that an ordi- 
nary County Court Judge is to decide 
points of law under Sub-sections 9 and 10 
is a suggestion which might be very well 
for a political meeting, but it is not 
worthy of the common-sense or delibera- 
tion of this House. I trust that if this 
Bill is to be persevered with Her 
Majesty’s Government will endeavour to 
remedy the defects which different hon. 
Members have pointed out, and which [| 
humbly suggest might be dealt with in a 
more satisfactory, and certainly in a less 
complicated, way than they are at 
present. 


CapTaAIn SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): | 
should like to add one word to what has 
been said with so much point by the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn, and that is to 
renew the protest made at an earlier 
stage of this Bill against the infringement 


‘| of the principle which has hitherto been 


observed in this class of legislation of 
bringing in separate Bills to deal with 
the case of Scotland. Much of the com- 
plexity to which the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn alluded is traceable to the 
fact that instead of having a Scotch Bill 
amending former Scotch Acts dealing 


“with this question, we have our legisla- 


tion coupled with English legislation on 
the same subject. I simply wish to renew 
the complaint with as much emphasis as I 
can that we have not got legislation more 
intelligible to the Scotch farmer and more 
in accordance with Scotch precedent on 
this question. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


*Mr. CHANNING: I do not know 
whether I shall be in order in moving the 
clause put down by my hon. and gallant 
friend the Member for Stratford. -Upon- 
Avon. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot move the Amendment of another 
hon. Member ; he can move his own. 


*Mr. CHANNING: Then I will move 
I will only say it was my 
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intention when I put it down to put it 
down with the slight alteration made by 
the hon. Member for Stratford-upon-A von 
in his draft. As itis, I hope, if the House 
agrees to the Second Reading, that it will 
be amended in the sense of my hon. and 
gallant friend. Ido not know that this 
clause needs many words to recommend 
it to those who have followed the discus- 
sion of this question. The matter was 
brought before the Royal Commission by 
nearly every practical witness who went 
into this question. One of the objections 
raised to this proposal by the President 
of the Board of Agriculture was the 
question of expense. My hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for Stratford- 
upon-Avon has received several letters 
from practical valuers of position in the 
Midland counties dealing with this ques- 
tion of expense, and I would ask to be 
permitted to read them to the House. 
One of these letters is in reply to Colonel 
Milward, and is as follows— 

“In reply to yours of the 18th inst. my own 
opinion is that the records of farms can be 
taken at the time the valuation is made, that 
the charge should be £2 2s. for 100 acres, £3 3s. 
for 200 acres, £4 4s. for 400 acres, and so on. 
This would not be a great charge ; you can say 
aminimum charge of £2 2s., and £1 for every 
100 acres after the first 100:” 

Another letter from 
valuer says 

“T wired you this morning ‘ Charges for 100 
acres two guineas, 300 acres four guineas.’ I 
do not consider the fee named should prevent 
its being carried, as such a procedure must be 
mutual to landlord and tenant. I have not 
consulted any other valuers as to fees ; these 
are my ideas only.” 


Then from a Worcestershire valuer— 


“T have no doubt valuers will be found who 
will survey holdings on the fees you mention. 
I should say, in most cases, it will be done by 
the landlord er his agent and the incoming 
tenant themselves. If the Act is passed I 
should make it part of the terms of letting a 
farm in our agency that we agree on a state- 
ment as to present state of cultivation, ete.” 


The next is from a Hereford valuer— 


“Thanks very much for the Agricultural 
Holdings Act and Amendments. I have care- 
fully read them through, and I think your 
clause as regards a record of the condition of 
the holding a most important and necessary 
addition. I have for some years on one estate 
been in the habit of noting in the agreement 
the state of cultivation at time of entry, which 
I have found most useful. I also number their 

tes on the plan, and keep note of what is 


a Warwickshire 
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arbitrators and save endless disputes if such a 
roceeding was made compulsory. As to the 
ees you name, I think they are reasonable and 

fair. It is so often said by tenants, ‘When I 
entered my hedges were not trimmed, my 
ditches were all blocked up, the house drainage 
was choked, the pump was practically worn 
out, the boilers were cracked.’ After a man has 
been in a farm twelve or fifteen years it is for- 
gotten, if ever noted, what a farm was like, 
and if such a record as you propose is made 
compulsory, and is to form part of the agree- 
ment it will be a grand thing for all con- 
cerned.” 


He then gives a schedule showing how he 
would propose to carry out his idea. I 
thought, as my hon. and gallant friend 
furnished me with these letters, I might 
lay them before the House as practical 
evidence in support of this clause. My 
own view has always been that it was a 
proposal as to the practical machinery 
of which we should consult and rely 
upon the opinions of practical men. 
It seems to me that it will be of the 
greatest possible advantage to the valuer 
to have some such record. I think, as 
has been mentioned in one of the letters 
I have read, the matter could be dealt 
with in a very short and clear form, and 
would certainly lead to the elimination of 
many causes of dispute between landlord 
and tenant, because the details could be 
easily comprehended by both parties, and 
disputes could be settled reasonably and 
amicably. This mode of procedure can 
be carried out without entailing extrava- 
gant expenditure on either party, and 
would be a valuable addition to the Bill. 
I hope, therefore, Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will see their way to accept this 
clause. 


New clause— 


“Every contract of tenancy entered into 
after the commencement of this Act shall con- 
tain a scheduled record of the agricultural 
condition of the holding and its several parts, 
and of the buildings, fences, roads, and drains 
at the beginning of the contract of tenancy. 
At any time during a tenancy existing at the 
commencement of this Act, either party may 
require a record in similar form to be made b 
an arbitrator. Copies of all such records shall 
be deposited in the office of the registrar of the 
county court, and either party shall be entitled 
to inspect the same at all reasonable times, and 
to take copies thereof.’’—(Mr. Channing.) 


—-brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the clause be read a second time.” 





cne to them by a new tenant. It is on very 
few properties that I have had to do with that 
any sort of record of cultivation is made, and | 
I think it would saye very much trouble to | 


*Mr. LONG: I hope the hon. Gen- 
tleman will not think it necessary to press 
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his Amendment, because there is really 
no such agreement among us as he 
imagines, even as to the theoretical ad- 
vantages which would arise from a system 
of this kind. The question which will 
present itself to every hon. Member is 
whether it is just to make such a record 
compulsory on the landlord and the 
tenant. Whatever such a record would 
cost—whether the expense would be 
small, as the hon. Gentleman suggests, or 
whether it would be large—it would have 
to be borne not only by the party re- 
quiring it, but also by the other. I can 
conceive that a record carefully and ex- 
haustively made would be of some value, 
but I confess 1 heard with surprise the 
hon, Gentleman’s statement that the cost 
would only be £2 2s. per hundred acres. 
That strikes me asa very moderate charge 
if the work is efficiently done, but it 
seems to me rather a loose way of de- 
scribing the charge likely to be made. A 
great deal would depend of course on 
whether the hundred acres were lying 
together, or were in separate lots, or if they 
were composed of the same kind of land or 
not. Then, again, two guineas may be 
a reasonable charge for a hundred acres, 
but if the same amount were charged for 
thirty acres or forty acres it would, I sub- 
mit, not be a reasonable charge, and if 
reasonable in one case it would be exces- 
sive in the other. 
prevent either the landlord or the tenant 
having a record made; but, without 
knowing either the form of the record or 
its cost, I think it would not be desirable 
to make it compulsory, and under these 
circumstances I hope the House will not 
assent to the clause. 


Agricultural 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: I hope 


my hon. friend will press this clause, as 
it seems to me an extremely valuable 
one. The objections of the President of 
the Board of Agriculture are more objec- 
tions in Committee than objections on 


the Second Reading. If this Bill is 
going to be valuable at all it will 
only be so because it lays down 


a model form of agreement between 
landlord and tenant, and if anything 
tends more effectively than another to 
soothe the feelings between landlord and 
tenant at the termination of a tenancy, it 
is that there should be as few disputes as 
possible on the question of compensation. 
In nine cases out of ten the tenancy has 
lasted for a great number of years, 


Mr. Long. 


{COMMONS} 


There is nothing to | 


The 
\ 


Holdings Bill. 


tenant will tell you that when he went 
| into the farm it was in a state of general 
neglect, that the fences were broken down 
/and the drains choked up. Then, on the 
other hand, the landlord will be equally 
convinced that the farm was in 4 
thoroughly satisfactory condition when 
the tenant entered it, and who, in the 
circumstances, can decide between 
them’? The establishment of a record of 
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this kind has the approval of very 
many eminent agriculturists. I may 


mention that many years ago it was 
warmly advocated by a man whom many 
hon. Members will remember, Mr. Albert 
Pell, who was one of the most practi- 
eal agriculturists of this generation. He 
went even so far as to suggest photo- 
graphs to show the condition of the 
fences, but that is a counsel of perfec- 
tion which I certainly should not cave to 
insist upon. At all events, a record as to 
the condition of a farm when a tenant 
enters it can be easily and, I venture to 
say, cheaply made. In a farm of any 
considerable size it would be made as a 
matter of course by the agents and the 
incoming tenant. Asa matter of fact 
they do now go over the farms in most 
cases, and the landlord or the agent 
tells the tenant what he is prepared 
to do. Where would be the dift- 
culty in putting such a_ statement 
into the form of a record, with a few 
additional particulars regarding the con- 
dition of the fences, roads, drains, ete. ? I 
am convinced that the adoption of this 
clause will tend very greatly to improve 
the working of the Bill, and I heartily 
support it. 


Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY: 
If Her Majesty’s Government make no 
‘concession on the point I raised at the 
| beginning of the discussion, namely, that 
the arbitrator should give details of his 
award, I certainly shall vote with the 
hon. Gentleman. At present, in many 
cases, when a tenant gives up his farm the 
arbitrator decides the amount to be paid 
to the landlord for dilapidation or waste, 
and that money is expended in repairing 
the holding and the farm house. It is 
impossible for anyone to learn in what 
state the holding was left by the out 
going tenant, unless it be plainly stated 
by the arbitrator on what grounds his 
_arbitration is based. Unless some con- 
cession is given on this point, I shall cer 
tainly support the clause. 
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rent FOB. WILLIAM WEDDERBURN | their leases the objects of this clause were 
veal (Banfishire) : I trust my hon. friend taken hotice of except the agricultural 
lown 4 Will press this clause. The present condition of the holding. The criterion 
the | method of ascertaining the condition of a by which they could judge that was the 
tally | bolding seems to me to be extremely sum paid to the outgoing tenant for com- 
ais unsatisfactory, and to be done in a merely | pensation. All the other things, such as 
shen | mechanical manner. What the farmer buildings and drains, were guarded in the 
the | wants is that the farm should be judged by lease. From the tenants’ point of view, 
veen | its general condition and by its fertility, it would be most objectionable to have a 
-d of | vhich depends on continuous good hus- fussy landlord or factor coming in every 
very bandry. That is a very delicate matter year to make a record. 
may | decide, and after a period of years it is 
was almost impossible to ascertain what was Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
any [the condition of the farm when the pointed out that in this clause no provision 
bert | nant went into it. This Amendment was made as to who was to make this 
acti. | Will be not only useful but also economi- scheduled record, and there was nothing 
He cal, because it will prevent disputes. The ., t 9 who should pay for it. The 
noto- ight hon. Gentleman in charge of the parties might not be able to agree, and no 
the 9 Bill objects to this clause because it is provision was made for a third party. 
rfec-  ligatory, but my hon. friend has stated ‘The tenant had ample opportunities of 
eto gitat he will be willing to accept the | looking into all the matters raised by this 
as to wording of the clause which stands first clause, and of gauging the agricultural 
nant yo the Paper, and which is entirely per- condition of his holding and of seeing 
re to qmssive, leaving the tenant to ask for a what the conditions of the buildings were. 
any gtord or not as he likes. Of course, if | ‘The clanse provided that 
as a 4 teasks for it he will have to pay for it. | 
‘the q That would get rid not only of the objec-. “At any time during a tenancy existing at 
fac ha the cluneinobigntory, but aleo the eommeneamant of On Act ether pai 
most $0 the objection with regard to the cost. ome: oy sisdaidireanes” 
gent § he difficulty is that almost all valuers , 
ared que regarded as either landlords’ men or | There was no suggestion there as to who 
diffi. ants’ men, and what we want is im- was to appoint the arbitrator or who was 
nent ftial men appointed as permanent to pay him. He did not think this matter 
few § ticials who would be very careful not to had heen sufficiently considered by the 
con- 4 &t either to one side or the other. The hon. Member who moved the clause. He 
| [ Je should be a moderate one, and a very certainly thought that the clause as 
this mall payment would enable this valuable drafted” was absolutely unworkable, and 
rove §™ord to be made. | would operate to the disadvantage both 
rtily | of the landlord and the tenant. 
‘Sin JOHN KINLOCH (Perthshire, 
L) thought that this clause was quite; Question put. 
BY :Minecessary. It was a clause to defend 










The House divided :—Ayes, 46; Noes, 


e no@lndlords. They, the landlords, were per- , 
; the Hixtly able to defend themselves. In all 142. (Division List No. 168.) 
that 
f his 
the AYES. 


nany 






Gurdon, SirWilliamBrampton ; Murnaghan, George 

Horniman, Frederick John O'Dowd. Jol 

Hutton, Jolin (Yorks, N.R.) O'Keeffe eo wry ere 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace | \ eelte, Francis Arthur 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) Price, Robert John 

Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb'nd | Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E, 


Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Lough, Thomas Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbizhs.) 


Macaleese, Daniel 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T, D. (Donegal, W.) 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 

fillson, Alfred 

bolton, Thomas Dolling 
broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
faldwell, James 

‘lawley, Frederick 

daly, James 

ulziel, James Henry 

hogan, P. C. 
Wershed, Sydney 
french, Peter 
flavin, Michael Joseph 
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M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
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Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts. 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, J. E. B. (Inverness) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W. (Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Worcester 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
*Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg’ w) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Dalkeith, Earl of 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
FitzWygram, General Sir F’. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson | 
Gedge, Sydney 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 





It being after Midnight, 
ceeding on Consideration, 
stood adjourned. 


Bill, as amended (by the Standing | 
to be further considered | 


Committee), 
To-morrow. 


CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) BILL. | 


Read the third time, and 


{GOMMONS} 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk 
Woodhouse,SirJ T(Huddersfid 
Woods, Samuel 

NOES. 


Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


Gorst, Kt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gull, Sir Cameron 


Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. | 


Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, J.aurence 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- | 


Heath, James 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hudson, George Biekersteth 


| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
| Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Keswick, William 


Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 


' Lafone, Alfred 


Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks.) 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim,E 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 


| Monckton, Edward Philip 


Moore, Wiiliam (Antrim, N.) 


| More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 


Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Mon’mthsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 


Murray, itHnAGraham( Bute) 
| Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
| Nicholson, William Graham 

| Nicol, Donald Ninian 

| Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 


further Pro- | 
as amended, | 


| 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Mr. Channing and Mr, 


Humphreys-Owen. 


Pilkington, R. (Lancs,Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, RtHn HoraceCurzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Sandon, Viscount 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebottom, William (Derbysh 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.(Christchurch) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir. Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 


Warde, Lieut-Col. C. E.( Kent) 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Tauntn 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph Powell- (Bir. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt HonE. R.( Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES:— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE OF MAN) 


BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com 


| mittee), considered ; Bill read the third 
| time and passed. 


passed. 


Adjourned at Ten minutes after 


Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 3rd July, 1900. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bilis have been complied with :— 


London County Council (Money). 
Tottenham Urban District Council. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


Report from, That the Standing Orders | 


not complied with in respect of the 
following Bill :— 


West Ham Corporation, 


ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill | 


allowed to proceed. 


Read, and agreed to. 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 


formed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn. The Order 


made on the 25th of June last discharged, | 


and Bill committed. 


EXETER CORPORATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES 
formed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn. The Order | 


made on the 14th of May last discharged, | 


and Bill committed. 


LONDON AND SAINT KATHERINE | 
DOCKS AND EAST AND WEST INDIA | 
DOCK COMPANIES BILL. 


BUENOS AYRES AND ROSARIO RAIL. | 


WAY BILL [u.1.}. 


ST. ALBANS WATER BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


MORLEY CORPORATION BILL [n.1.}. 
Read 34, and passed, and sent to the 


Commons. 


VOL. LXXXV. ([FourtH Serizs.] 


{3 Juty 1900} 


in- | 


| 
| 
| 
| trict) ; 
| 
| 
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| BRITISH GASLIGHT COMPANY (STAF- 


reports, Le. 


FORDSHIRE POTTERIES) BILL. 
Read 3, and passed. 


| LATIMER ROAD AND ACTON 
RAILWAY BILL. 

| Read 3%, with the Amendment, and 
| passed, and returned to the Commons. 


CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVE- 
MENTS BILL. 


CUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
(BRIDGES) BILL. 
PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND 
DEVONPORT TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 

and referred to the Examiners. 


EDUCATIONAL BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BRIGHTON 
AND PRESTON UNITED DISTRICTS, 
ETC.) BILL [H.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


SOUTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL [H.L.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


| TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [H.L.]. 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* on Thurs- 
day next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. (No. 155.) 


-LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. (No. 156.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. (No. 157.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. (No. 158.) 


PERTH AND PAISLEY GAS PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS BILL. (No. 159.) 

| Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
|to be printed; and referred to the 
| Examiners. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2468. Turkey (Salonica and Dis- 


No. 2469. China (Chinkiang) ; 
No. 2470. Brazil (Bahia). 
O 
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CELTIC ORNAMENTS 
IRELAND. 


Summary, prepared by the Treasury, 
of facts and correspondence with respect 
to certain Celtic ornaments found in the 
year 1896, at Limavady, in the north- 
west of Ireland. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


DISTRICT COUNCILLORS AND GUAR- 
DIANS (TERM OF OFFICE) BILL. 


[SECOND READING ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THE Ear, or YARBOROUGH: My 
Lords, when the district councils were 
created it was enacted that one-third of 
the councillors should vacate office 
annually ; but power was given to the 
county council, on the request of any 
district council, to vary this procedure 
and to require that all the councillors 
should vacate office simultaneously every 
third year. No power, however, was given 
to the county council to rescind this order 
should the district council wish to return 
to the normal procedure. This case has 
alisen at Woodbridge in Suffolk, and the 
Law Officers of the Crown have ruled 
that a Bill is necessary to remedy the 
omission. This Bill has passed the other 
House without opposition; it has not 
been opposed by the Local Government 
Board ; and therefore I ask your Lordships 
to give it a Second Reading. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: In| 


the absence of my noble friend Lord 


Harris, I am asked to say that the Local | 


Government Board approve of this Bill, 
as representing a practical way of getting 
over the difficulty to which the noble Ear! 
has referred. 


Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and 


committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Thursday next. 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION 
BILL. 


Read 3, (according to Order), with the 


Amendments; further Amendments made. without amendment, and to be read 3¢ on. 
Bill passed, and returned to the Commons. | Thursday next. 
| 


{LORDS} 
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COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA 
CONSTITUTION BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 


Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived ; 


and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


COLONIAL STOCK BILL [4.1.}. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; and recommitted to the Standing 
Committee. 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 

Moved, That the Commons’ Message 
of Thursday last. be taken into considera- 
tion (The Earl Waldegrave) ; agreed to. 
The said Message considered accordingly. 


| Then it was moved that a Committee of 


Five Lords be appointed to join witha 
Committee of the House of Commons to 
consider the constitution of Queen Anne’s 
Bounty Board, and to report whether 
economy and efficiency of administration 
would be promoted by any change in its 
constitution or by its amalgamation with 
any other body ; agreed to. 


Then a Message was ordered to be sent 
to the House of Commons, in answer to 
their said Message, to inform. them of the 
appointment of the said Committee by 
this House. 


CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) BILL. 
(No. 152.) 
CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE OF MAN) BILL. 
(No. 153.) 
EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
(No. 154.) 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and to be printed. 


ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


MARRIAGE. 


Reported from. the Standing Committee: 


with further Amendments. The Report 


'of the Amendments made in Committee: 


| of the whole: House: and by the Standing 
Committee to be received on Thursday 
next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. 
(No. 160.) 


UNION OF BENEFICES ACT, 1860, 
AMENDMENT BILL [u.1.]. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
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CREMATION BILL [H.L.]}. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further Amendments. The Report 
of the Amendments made in Committee 
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Committee to be received on Friday 
next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. 
(No. 161.) 
BURIAL GROUNDS BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 


on Friday next. 


before Five of the clock, to 


the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 3rd July, 1900. 





PRIVILEGE—NOTICES OF QUESTIONS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
I wish to ask your kind attention, Mr. 
Speaker, to a matter which I think affects 
the privileges of Members of this House. 
Yesterday I gave notice that to-day I 
would repeat a question I had on the 
Paper with regard to the capture of the 
Derbyshire Regiment, a question which 
the Under Secretary for War, in my 
opinion, had not answered. I expected that, 
as a matter of course, after I had given 
notice across the floor of the House, it 
would appear among to-day’s questions, 
but it does not do so. I wish to know if 
the omission is made by your direction or 
if it is the act of the clerks, from whom I 
have always received so much courtesy. 
If it has been done after consulting you, I 
think I should have been communicated 
with. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I think it may save 
time if I at once state that the hon. Mem- 
ber was understood simply to have given 
notice that he would put the question 
some other day. The Clerk at the Table 
consulted me, and as he said that no 
notice had been given by the hon. Mem- 
ber to put the question down for the next 
day, I directed to wait until fresh in- 
structions were given. I understood also 





that the Under Secretary for War thought 
he had answered the question, in which 
ease it should not be put down again. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: It must 
have been my fault for not speaking 
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of the whole House and by the Standing | 


without amendment, and to be read 3¢ | 


House adjourned at Twenty minutes | 


Thursday next, half past Ten of | 
} 
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distinctly. I certainly did give the 
‘notice. I hope the hon. and learned 
|Gentleman, however, will now put ‘he 
| question down for Thursday. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That shall be done 
if the hon. Member thinks the question 
has not been answered. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Certainly 
| I consider it has not been answered. 


BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE 


| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 11) BILL. (BY ORDER.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
' That the Bill be now read a second 
| time.” 


*CaptaIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
In moving the rejection of this Bill, I 
desire to say that I do so not only by the 
special request of the vestry of the im- 
| portant parish affected by it— Marylebone 
—but also by the wish of other public 
authorities in London, and especially of 
the parish a portion of which I have the 
honour to represent in this House. I 
make this statement in order to show 
that this is no narrow issue as between 
the parish of Marylebone and a certain 


electric lighting company, but that 
it is a matter which affects im- 


portant parishes throughout this im- 
mense and thickly-populated area of the 
county of London. This Bill comes forward 
at a most inopportune moment, inasmuch 
as it is on the eve not of the creation, but 
of the coming into being of the great 
London boroughs on the Ist November 
/next. It will be a matter of the gravest 
concern to every one of these great areas if 
at this moment the parish of Marylebone is 
to be placed in the position that a second 
electric lighting company is to be brought 
into competition with the existing com- 
pany, with the result that the new 
borough authority, when it comes into 
existence, will either have to forego for 
many years the right and power to supply 
its own electric light, or will have to buy 
out at enormous cost the two companies. 
This is in no sense a party matter, and 1 
believe I am justified in saying that the 
|President of the Board of Trade has 
' left it an open question, and that he desires 
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367 
the House itself to settle the issue. | 
Neither is it a question of municipal | 
trading, inasmuch as from time imme- | 
morial it has been deemed to be one of | 
the primary duties of local bodies to con- | 
trol the lighting of the area for the 
management of which they are respon- 
sible. Seeing that the formation of these 
new metropolitan boroughs was carried 
in this House by a majority of the votes 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite, and in oppo- | 
sition to the wishes of many on this side, | 
I would point out to those who desire 
to treat this as a party question 
that if they pass this measure they 
will practically be handicapping and 
weighting the horse that they them- | 
selves have backed. It is of the first 
importance that these new borough 
councils should have a fair field. They 
were created with the express purpose of 
bringing new municipal life into the admi- | 
nistration of the great areas throughout 
the metropolis, and with a view of encou- 
raging men of a superior class to join the 
local bodies. So far as the borough of 
Marylebone is concerned the new borough 
council will be practically identical with | 
the present district, and by passing this 
Bill you will be placing it in a position in 
which it will be unable to deal effectively 
with the electric lighting of its area. I 
wish to be perfectly fair to the House in | 
this matter. I have no intention of 
attempting to make a lawyer-like speech, 
but I will be perfectly frank, and give 
a plain statement of what has occurred. 
I will do absolute justice not only to the 
company which is promoting this Bill, bat 
also to the company which now has pos- | 
session of the electric lighting of Maryle- 
bone. I frankly acknowledge that the | 
vestry have been at fault. In the year | 
1889 it allowed the Metropolitan Com- | 
pany to provide electric light, in view of 
the reserve powers granted to them by | 
the Acts of 1882 dl 1888, and having | 
in view the risks, seeing that electric | 
lighting was not in the advanced stage it | 
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| given satisfaction. 


or compulsorily. 
‘that, and the House of Commons again 


council. 
'electrié lighting company, which is iden- 
tical with the St. James’s Lighting Com- 
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creased, the company became unable to 
give complete satisfaction to the inhabi- 
tants of the district. They were, more- 
over, handicapped by the fact that they 


'were building a large generating station 
at Willesden. Some years later the vestry, 
‘overwhelmed to 


some extent by 
complaints from the inhabitants of the 
parish, applied for an Order to enable it 


‘to supply the electric light, and at the 


same time two other companies made a 
similar application, one of them being the 


‘company which is promoting the present 


Bill. What happened? The Board 


\of Trade granted the Order, but left 


it to the House to decide whether or not 
the vestry should be allowed to compete 
with the existing company. The House— 
very fairly, as I think—decided in favour 


of the Metropolitan company, inasmuch as 


that comparty had borne the toil and heat 
of the day. It had entered on a risky un- 
dertaking, and, up toa certain period, had 
Some years later the 
vestry applied again for an Order, and 
again failed, and it then brought in a 


| private Bill with a view to buying up the 


Metropolitan Company, either voluntarily 
The company opposed 


decided against the vestry and in favour 
of the company. What has happened 
now? The vestry have once more de- 
cided to apply for a Provisional Order, 
more especially in view of the fact that 
they are soon to be constituted a borough 
But, at the same time, another 


pany—perhaps one of the best electric 


lighting companies in the metropolis—is 


also attempting to get a footing in the 
parish of Marylebone, and if it does so the 


local authority will eventually be obliged 
| to buy it out at enormous cost. What does 


the company urge in favour of its scheme! 
I have here the document in which they 
put forward their claim to support. They 
point to the fact that in 1889 the vestry 





has now reached, and it was, consequently, | adopted a report of its Parliamentry 
a highly speculative matter. The vestry, | Committee, stating that, “in the belief of 
bearing in view those facts, agreed to | the Committee, competition between two 
forego the power which they might have | companies would be beneficial to the 
obtained themselves to supply the elec- | parishioners.” No doubt, at that time, 
tricity, and allowed the Metropolitan | when the vestry were being harassed by 
Company to undertake the duty. For a, complaints, of the inefficiency of the 


certain time the company did the work | supply, they did believe that competi- , 


fairly well, but eventually, owing to the | tion would be a good thing. Then the 
fact that the demand for the light in this | promoters go on to point out that ata 


great and rich parish enormously in-! meeting held at the Board of Trade on 
Captain Norton. 
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grant of the present Order, counsel for 
the vestry stated that “the vestry has 
always been in favour of competition in 
this parish, and they are still in favour of 
it.” But what is the reply of the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, at the close 
of his remarks when he received the 
deputation in January? He said he 
thought the deputation would have “ done 
some good in ventilating the subject, 
and in showing how burdensome the 
present state of things was, and how 
necessary it was that a remedy should be 
found.” Well, that remedy has been 
found in a provisional agreement which 
has been come to between the repre- 
sentatives of the vestry and of the Metro- 
politan Company, to buy out the latter, 
and, therefore, whatever there may 
have been in the statement that the 
vestry favoured competition, that state- 
ment now counts for nothing. I notice 
in this document from which I have been 
quoting there is a statement, made pro- 
minent by the fact of its being printed in 
red ink, to the following effect — 


“It is stated that since the notice of objec- 
tion to the Second Reading was given a com- 
mittee of the vestry have made a provisional 
agreement with the Metropolitan Company for 
the purchase of the undertaking of the latter 
company within the parish at an enhanced 
price. Neither party having the necessary 
powers to make such an agreement, it is ultra 
<l and cannot be binding upon either 
party. 


We know it cannot, but the vestry have 
done all that they can do by entering into 
this provisional agreement. I may 
further add that the existing Metropolitan 
Company, which formerly opposed this 
measure, distinctly contradicts the state- 
ment I have read, and says it can be dis- 
proved by a reference to the Parlia- 
mentary Paper (Electric Lighting, 
Metropolis) (No. 189). The true posi- 
tion of the matter is stated in the Parlia- 
mentary Paper of 1889 (page 9) as 
follows— 


“The Marylebone authorities object to more 
than: one company having powers in their 
district, and have entered into agreements 
with the Metropolitan Company.” 


Seeing that this agreement has been 
entered into, and seeing also that the 
company which has a real status in the 
parish is at one with the vestry, I think 
I am justified in saying that it would be 
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directly against the interests of the com” 
munity to allow a second company to 
come in—a company which could not 
compete, a company which would 
never be in a position to compete, and 
which would do nothing more than 
thwart the efforts of the new borough 
council to do its duty, and which 
would ultimately force that borough 
council to buy it out at a heavy cost. I 
may further state that the vestry has not 
only petitioned Parliament against this 
Bill, but it is prepared to oppose it at 
every stage. If you pass this Bill the 
new borough council will not be able, 
like some of its neighbours, to supply the 
electric current at something like 3d. per 
unit, and private householders will have 
to pay probably 6d. per unit, and 
business premises 5d., while the parish 
itself will have to go on paying £30 per 
lamp instead of being able to supply its 
own lamps at a cost of £20 each per 
year, as is done in the adjacent parish 
of St. Pancras. By passing this Bill you 
will be depriving the ratepayers of Mary- 
lebone of the opportunity of getting 
better and cheaper facilities for lighting ; 
you will deprive them also of the oppor- 
tunity of making a profit which could go 
to the reduction of rates ; and, furthermore, 
you will be bringing in a new authority 
to tear up the streets of the parish. You 
must remember that Oxford Street and 
Marylebone Road both pass through this 
parish. In one year Oxford Street was 
opened up 178 and Marylebone Road 111 
times. Is it not monstrous you should 
bring in another company to tear up 
these streets, to the great detriment not 
only of the inhabitants of the parish, but 
of the trade and of the entire community, 
causing as it does so much inconvenience 
and loss to the residents and the public ? 
Finally, may I point out that if you pass 
this Bill you will be stultifying your- 
selves? This House has passed a measure 
creating borough councils throughout the 
metropolis, and at the beginning you are 
going to stab one of them in the back 
by preventing it performing one of its 
most important duties—namely, dealing 
with the lighting of the parish. By so 
acting you are taking a distinctly retro- 
grade step in the matter of local govern- 
ment, and at the same time you will be 
doing a great injustice to the inhabitants 
of a large and important parish. I beg to 
move that this Bill be read a second time 
this day three months. 








GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I rise to second the 
motion. I do not propose to go over the 
ground so well covered by my hon. and 
gallant friend opposite. I simply stand 
here as a representative of a metro- 
politan and municipal authority, which 
feels that if this privilege is given to a 
private company in the case of Maryle- 
bone it will be given in the case of other 
municipalities, and that private com- 
panies, against the wishes of the local 
authorities, will be enabled to furnish 
what it is claimed it would be an advan- 
tage to the inhabitants of a municipality 
to have supplied by the local authority. 
Twelve years ago the Metropolitan Com- 
pany was permitted, with the consent of 
the vestry, to furnish electric light to 
the parish. But the work has not been 
done satisfactorily; indeed, matters became 
so unsatisfactory that the vestry decided 
to avail itself of their reserve right to instal 
the light themselves. It accordingly 
applied for a Provisional Order, but some 
difficulty arose in regard to it, and Parlia- 
ment refused it. the power to instal, the 
Honse taking the view that when certain 
individuals had invested their money in 
furnishing what they believed to be a 
convenience to the inhabitants, no compe- 
tition should be permitted. Yet, although 
competition by a local authority was for- 
bidden, the House is now asked to allow 
competition by another private company. 
The parish says, and with absolute truth, 
that sooner or later this electric service 
must be furnished by the municipality 
itself, and when the local authority does 
take it over, instead of having only one 
company to buy out there will, if this 
Bill is allowed to pass, be two companies 
to be bought up. No doubt competition 
is a very good thing in the right place, 
but if it means that there must, in conse- 
quence of it, be a large addition to the 
rates, then the ratepayers are certainly not 
prepared to accept a proposal entailing 
such a liability. People who live in 
adjoining parishes realise that this is the 
thin edge of the wedge, and that what is 
made to apply to Marylebone to-day will 
be applied to other vestries to-morrow. 
Only to-day the vestry to which I have 
the honour to belong passed a resolution 
urging that this Bill should be opposed 
in every possible way. The President of 
the Board of Trade, in a debate on an 
exactly similar question a short time ago, 


said the Huuse should always support 
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municipality. Well, I ask the House to 
take that.course to-day. The President 
of the Local Government Board has also 
laid it down as a general principle that 
when a municipality and a private com- 
pany were applying for the same thing 
the preference should be given to the muni- 
cipality. Now, what is the position here ! 
Marylebone has applied for and been 
refused permission to instal, but it intends 
to again come to the House for power to 
supply its own electric light, as well as to 
buy out the existing company. In the 
meantime you are asked by this Bill to allow 
a private company to come in and establish 
itself. I venture to suggest that if the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Local Goverriment Board meant what 
he said the other day he will support the 
opposition to this Bill. Again, the right 
hon. Gentleman said—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman is not in order 
in discussing a speech made on a different 
occasion and on another subject, in the 
present session. 


GENERAL LAURIE: I am sorry to 
have transgressed the rules of the House. 
I only desired to express my hope that 
the views uttered by the right hon. 
Gentleman not very long ago are still 
held by him. I would also like to point 
out that, after all, the person to be chiefly 
considered is not the municipal authority 
or the commercial company, but the con- 
sumer. If I understand aright, the con- 
sumer and the ratepayer are very nearly 
identical persons, and as a ratepayer | 
would point out that he, after all, is the 
proper person to deal with this subject, 
because he has, every now and then, the 
means of turning out his elected repre- 
sentatives on the local authority if they 
do not do their duty, whereas, if the light- 
ing is in the hands of a private company 
he has no control whatever over the 
directors. The parish to which I belong is 
spending over £100,000 in laying new pave- 
ments, and what is ourexperience of private 
companies? We have asked a company 
which has legislative power to break up 
our streets to do what work they require 
before we repave them, and their reply 
has been that they intend to use their 
powers when they like. How much 
better would it be for work of this sort to 
be done by the municipality itself, instead 
of allowing a private company to do all 
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sort of mischief by breaking up the 
streets and destroying the value of work 
done with the ratepayers’ money. I ho 
that the House will not accept this Bill, 
but will postpone consideration of it until 
such time as the borough councils them- 
selves have been created, and the rate- 
payers are in a position to express their 
views upon the subject. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months,’”—(Captain Norton.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuigz, Croydon): | 
will endeavour to put before the House 
the dry facts of the case, which lie toa 
great extent in a nutshell. This is a Bill 
which proposes to confirm a Provisional 
Order, and I only desire to say, in the 
tirst place, that in issuing these Orders 
the Board of Trade acts with a view to 
giving the House an opportunity of 
judging whether or not the Orders should 
be converted into law. The position in 
regard to this matter is this. The supply 
of electric light in Marylebone has been 
aad for some years past and has been 
greatly complained of. It therefore became 
necessary that something tangible should 
be done to remedy the existing state of 
things. Two years ago the Vestry of 
Marylebone applied to the Board of 
Trade for a Provisional Order to 
provide a supply in competition 
with the existing company. Having 
regard to the state of affairs we did not 
hesitate for a moment to grant it, but it 
gave rise to considerable discussion. It 
was contended that it would have been 
unfair to the existing company to put it 
in competition with a rate-aided autho- 
rity. However, the House agreed to 
read the Bill a second time, although 
later on the Committee rejected it, mainly, 
I believe, on the ground that rate-aided 
competition would be unfair to the com- 
pany. Subsequently an important depu- 
tation, including many of the leading 
inhabitants, waited on the Board of Trade 
complaining of the quality of the light. 
Eminent doctors declared that it was 
impossible to carry on operations in con- 
sequence of the bad light; shopkeepers 
also complained, and the conductors of 
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places of worship declared that they - 


could not carry on their devotions—they 
wanted more light. The deputation 
seemed to think that the Board of Trade 
had some means of putting these wrongs 
right, but, as a matter of fact, I had 
to explain that the Board of Trade 
was practically powerless, and that 
the only remedy for a grievance of 
this kind is to be found in competition. 
That is the real way in which existing 
evils, both in regard to price and quality, 
can be remedied. But the application of 
the vestry for a Provisional Order having 
been refused, is this House now to say 
that there shail be no remedy until some 
future time, when a new municipal 
authority has been created? The House 
must decide this question for itself. I 
have sympathy with the position of the 
vestry, but I must point out that, having 
already been refused power, they have 
not put in a fresh application. The hon. 
Gentleman says they have agreed with 
the existing company to purchase its 
undertaking, and that if it is carried 
out the vestry will then have the 
matter in its own hands. But I 
understand that that agreement requires 
ratification, and that it has not been defi- 
nitely assented to by either side. If the 
House reads this Bill a second time I pro- 
pose to move an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee in order to safeguard the interests 
of the vestry in regard to any agreement 
which it may conclude. I shall propose 
that it be an Instruction to the Committee 
to consider the expediency of inserting a 
clause in the Order, providing that the 
Order shall not come into operation until 
a date to be decided by the Committee, 
and shall not then come into operation if 
the undertaking authorised by the Metro- 
politan Electric Supply Company (West 
London Order, 1899) shall have been 
purchased by the vestry of Marylebone or 
their successors. If the House passes the 
Second Reading, together with this In- 
struction, the Committee will then be able 
to consider the position of the vestry in 
regard to this agreement. I hope that, 
having regard to the undoubted fact that 
the supply of the electric light is defec- 
tive, and that the vestry have been re- 
fused power to instal, the House will 
not relegate this matter again to the 
position in which it was six months ago, 
but that it will send the Bill to a Com- 


' mittee to consider all the questions raised 
by it. 
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matters of this kind. 


to this Bill. 


hands. 


would be carried into effect. 


right, then, to introduce another company 
which the vestry would eventually have 
As they knew, he was an 
opponent of municipal trading, but this 
was not a question of municipal trading 
at all, for the House had long recognised 
the principle that, where a local authority 
asked for powers to buy out an existing | 


to buy out ? 


company, in order that it might itself | 


supply the light, such power ought to be 
granted it. He did not believe any case 
could be quoted where it had been re- 
fused. 
to compete with the existing company a 
totally different set of conditions arose, 
and it was felt by the House that the 
company should not be subjected to a 
rate-aided competition. If this Bill were 
carried they would have two authorities 
interfering with the streets, which was an 
unmitigated nuisance, and when the time 
for purchase came they would have two 
companies to buy out instead of one. 


Mr. LYTTELTON (Warwick and 
Leamington) hoped that the House would 
give the Bill a Second Reading. Was it 
fair that, because a local authority had 
intimated that some time or other it 
would light its own district, private enter- 
prise should be refused even a hearing 
before a Committee of that House? He 


regretted that, after the offer of the Presi- | 


dent of the Board of Trade to move an 


Instruction which would practically safe- | 


guard the interests of the local authority, 
the opposition to the Bill was being per- 
sisted in. The hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man who moved its rejection had admitted 
that the promoters of this Bill were men 
of excellent position in the electric 


lighting world, and that they had an 
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Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucestershire, Stroud) | excellent record in London. It 
only wanted to say one or two words as 
to the prover principle of dealing with 
He hoped that the | 
House would not give a Second Reading | 
The facts were very simple. 
They already had a company in possession 
of the parish, and they had a vestry or 
municipal authority desirous oi taking 
the lighting of the district into its own 
Between the company and the 
vestry there was a provisional agreement, 
and they might take it for granted that if | 
this Bill were thrown out that agreement 
Was it | 


When the vestry asked for power 
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was 
| admitted, too, that so far back as 1897 the 
| vestry desired competition. So bad was 
| the electric lighting that the vestry itself 
came to Parliament fora Provisional Order, 
| but the House very properly declined to 
| give a rate-aided authority power to com- 
pete with the Metropolitan Company. 
How had the situation changed? The 
opponents of this Bill said that it had 
changed because the vestry had entered 
| into a provisional agreement to purchase 
the undertaking of the Metropolitan Com- 
pany. He understands that that was not 
the fact. The vestry had never passed 
any such resolution at all. It was passed 
| by a committee of the vestry against a 
powerful minority, and there were con- 
siderable obstacles to the carrying out of 
the agreement. In the -first place the 
shareholders of the Metropolitan Company 
had to be asked for their consent. Next, 
Parliament had to approve the bargain, 
and finally the electors of the parish of 
| Marylebone would have to ratify it, and 
he did not believe that that ratifica- 
tion was by any means assured, 
in view of the strong minority which 
opposed the passing of the resolution. 
He did not say it was not a bond fide 
agreement ; it was a mere intention to 
agree, with many obstacles in the way. 
The shareholders of the Metropolitan 
Company had to be dealt with ; the elec- 
tors of the new borough council had to be 
converted, and so also had that body 
when elected. He did not say the vestry 
might not be so fortunate as to get Parlia- 
ment to reverse its decision of 1898, and 
convert the electors in November next. 
The Amendment in effect said, ‘‘ Notwith- 
standing all these obstacles in the way, 
you, the ratepayers and inhabitants of 
Marylebone, are to remain in a condition, 
as regards electric lighting, which every- 
one admits to be deplorable, or at any 
rate very undesirable.” What did the 
proposal of the President of the Board of 
Trade amount to? That the State should 
| guarantee the rights of the vestry if they 
were in earnest and successful in carrying 
out the bargain which they had made 
provisionally with the Metropolitan Elec- 
tric Supply Company ; and on the vestry 
being able to purchase the existing under- 
taking, the operation of this Bill* should 
be postponed. What more reasonable, 


| rational, and temperate proposal could be 


made? He submitted that the refusal 
of such an offer as that guaranteed by 
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the Instruction to the Committee, threw 


Ele:trie Lighting Provisional {3 Juty 1900} 


Question put. 


a very considerable light on the ability of 


the vestry to carry out their declared 


intentions. 


Anstruther, H. T. 
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agreed to. ; the possession of gas works. The pass- Ar 
|ing of the Local Government (Ireland) at o 
Second Reading put off for three} Act of 1898 had, however, changed from 
months. that position. It enabled t*e town com. being 
| missioners to apply to the Local Govern- nothi 
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had charged 5s. 10d. per 1,000 feet of |buy them out on their own terms. 


gas, a price 
neighbouring town in the county of 
Tyrone. The price in Strabane is 4s. 2d. ; 
in Omagh, 4s. 7d.; Corkstown, 4s. 7d; the 
price in Armagh is 3s. 4d., and in the ad- 
joining county, Portadown, 3s. 9d. In 
no Ulster town is the price so high as 
it is in Dungannon. If the Bill passed 
there was no prospect of the gas com- 
pany ever lessening the present price, 
and they would continue to make an 
enormous profit out of the people of Dun- 
gannon. The company started with a 
capital of £3,000—600 £5 shares. After- 
wards the company made a call of £2 on 
their shareholders, which inereased the 
capital to £4,200. So far as he could 
ascertain that was all the additional capi- 
tal the shareholders had ever paid into the 
company. But the capital was nominally 
raised in 1880 to £6,000, on which con- 
stantly a dividend of 10 per cent. had 
been paid since for sixteen years. 
Another inflation of the capital had 
been made a short time before the 
company sought this Provisional Order. 
A new company was formed, and 
at one stroke the capital was raised 
from £6,090 to £9,000, without a penny 
being paid ; but the new company was 
nothing but the old company, which 
merely raised their shares from £10 to 
£15, and had themselves registered a new 
company. The transaction was the very 
embodiment of simplicity in the art 
of flotation. This Confirmation Bill 
would enable the company to charge 
the ratepayers of Dungannon a price 
sufficiently high in order to pay 10 
per cent. on their inflated capital. The 
present price of gas was soprohibitory that 
out of 1,040 householders in Dungannon 
only 245 made use of it, and that on sucha 
small scale that the gas supply of the 
town was only sufficient to make dark- 
ness visible. The policy of the House 


had been to give the control of public | 


utilities to the local authority. If this 
Bill be confirmed it would inflict a great 
injustice on the people of Dungannon ; 
their streets would be broken up, their 
representatives would be precluded from 
supplying gas at a popular price, and 
allocating the profits to the reduction of 
Urban rates, and the gas company would 


make themselves both inconvenient and | 


intolerable with the ultimate purpose of 
enormously enhancing the value of their 


much higher than in any 


undertaking and compelling the town to | 


Hitherto the company had been mere 
trespassers on the streets, but this Bill 
would give them power of using the 
streets to put down mains and supply 
pipes, and to interfere with the sewers, 
the water supply, and the general efficient 
management of the streets. In fact, if 
the Town Council of Dungannon were to 
put a steam-roller on their own streets 
they would be liable for an action for 
damages if a leak were to occur in the 
company’s pipes. He would give an 
illustration of how the company had used 
their powers as private monopolists. He 
was told on undoubted authority that 
about 1879 a gentleman bought a hundred 
£5 shares for £3 each. In 1880 these 
£5 shares were raised to £10, so that his 
capital of £300 was raised to £1,000, on 
which a dividend of £100 was paid ; and 
if the Bili were passed that dividend 
would be raised in future to £150. Talk 
of Klondike. Why, it was notin it with 
this private company’s gold mine in 
Dungannon. It was high time that the 
company should be checked in their 
career, instead of being confirmed by the 
House in their monopoly, which would 
enable them to break up the streets of 
Dungannon in despite of the unanimous 
opposition of the citizens and the local 
sanitary authority, in order to force upon 
them gas at a price so high that more 
than three-fourths of the householders at 
the present time refuse to use it. The 
local authority, in whose hands the light- 
ing of the town should be placed, had no 
objection to buy the undertaking of the 
Gas Company at a fair price based on 
their true capital. But if the company 
obtained statutory powers they would be 
able, by making themselves unpalatable 
to the people, to force a sale on the basis 
of their nominal capital and at an ex- 
orbitant price. Having regard to all the 
circumstances in connection with this 
Bill, he appealed respectfully to the House 
to reject it, and he begged to move the 
motion standing in his name. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): It will be unnecessary for me to 
occupy the time of the House at any length 
in seconding the motion of the hon. Mem- 


ber. The hon. Member for East Tyrone 


alluded to that portion of the country 
in which Dungannon is situated, and natu- 
rally it falls to my hon. friend to make 
I am asked 


the motion concerning it. 
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by the Urban Council of Dungannon to | 


identify myself with his opposition, and I 
am requested by the chairman of the 
urban council, who is also agent for 
Lord Ranfurly, Governor of New Zea- 
land, and by the people of the neighbour- 
hood to take a prominent part in laying 
before the House the opposition to this 
Bill. Ido not wish to say a single word 
against the Board of Trade. The Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade has always 
shown himself most anxious and most 
earnest in developing the resources of the 
country. While not finding fault with 


the manner in which the Commissioner | 


who was sent down in March conducted 
the inquiry, or with the report that he 
made, and while I do not wish in any 
way to reflect upon the general manage- 
ment of the Board of Trade, or the 
manner in which its representatives act 
on occasions of this sort, I wish to state 


that a remonstrance has been sent 
to the Board of Trade on_ the 
part of those who object to this 


Provisional Order. I regret that due 
effect was not given to that remonstrance, 
for if that had been done it would have 
prevented the expense that will be 
incurred by the urban council of Dun- 
gannon in opposing this Bill in Parlia- 
ment. It is unnecessary that I should at 
any length follow the hon. Member in the 
statement he has made concerning the 
high price of gas under the management 
of the gas company, and the large 
dividend which is paid to the shareholders. 
I merely wish to say that the urban rate- 
payers are unanimous in asking the House 
to reject this Bill. If this Bill is passed 
the householders of Dungannon will suffer 
a great injustice, and the only remedy 
that will be left will be the adoption of 
the electric light. I ask the House to 
carefully consider that this is one of those 
opportunities given to local bodies of 
developing the resources of Ireland. 
If the House refuses to reject this Bill on 
this. occasion it will be striking a blow 
at the local government of Ireland and 
stultifying a measure which caused them 
much effort and was successfuliy passed 
through the House last session. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(M7r. Doogan.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. William Johnston. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
I wish to say two or three words on this. 
subject. I have, like the hon. Member 
for South Belfast, been requested by the 
people of Dungannon to move in this 
matter and to oppose the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill. I do so as a Member 
from the County Tyrone and in com- 
pliance with the wishes of a great many 
of the inhabitants. It is quite true that 
the price of gas in Dungannon has been 
abnormal. In the county the price of 
gas is ls. 3d. per 1,000 feet less 
than in the town of Dungannon. 
In the neighbouring towns it is 
still less. The methods by which 
the gas company has carried on business 
are certainly not such as to commend it 
to public favour. After what has 
occurred, I think we must ask the House 
to reject the Bill. We are now dealing 
with a little town in Ireland, and I ask 
the House to do for that town what it 
has done for great towns. 


*THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.) : Compared with the 
other lighting questions before the House 
to-day and yesterday, this is no doubt a 
very small matter, but it is rather an im- 
portant matter for the town of Dun- 
gannon, part of which is in my con- 
stituency, and that is the reason why I 
speak on the subject. The first thing 
the House has to bear in mind is that, 
until the Local Government Act of 1898, 
the town commissioners of Dungannon 
were debarred from either acquiring or 
erecting gasworks. They had no 
power. They were absolutely precluded, 
and therefore this company is in exist- 
ence and has grown up. ‘This company, 
which has been in existence a great many 
years, has had a rather curious history. 
It has an entire paid up capital amount- 
ing to £4,200. Under the Order it is 
proposed to make this capital into a sum 
of £9,000. What has taken place is this. 
They have supplied gas to the town of 
Dungannon, and for the last thirty years 
the price of gas has varied from 7s. 6d. 
to 5s. 10d. per 1,000 cubic feet. They 
have paid dividends consistently of 10 
per cent., and the profits, after payment 
of 10 per cent., have been used in ex- 
tending the works. This inflated capital 
has been made through the consumers of 
gas in Dungannon being compelled by a 


‘monopoly ‘to pay an exorbitant price. 
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That is the second thing the House ought 
to bear in mind. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of my right hon. friend the President 
of the Board of Trade to this matter. 
The gentleman who held the inquiry was 
asked to go and inspect the works—this is 
really an important matter for the Board of 
Trade—and he declined to go. He stated 
that he had seen them from the railway 
as he passed. I rather think that on the 
question of inflated capital that is a fact 
which should be taken into account. The 
gentleman who inquired really did not 
inspect the works at all. Now the price 
of gas is 5s. 10d. per 1,000 feet. For 
fifteen or sixteen years it has been 
enormously in excess of the price charged 
by other companies in towns in the im- 
mediate neighbourhood. I think these 
are facts the House ought to take into 
account in dealing with the question, but 
when all is said and done this company 
isin possession. It has property which 
cannot be disposed of unless it is disposed 
of fairly and honestly. I have been 
appealed to by both parties. The chair- 
man of the gas company is an old friend 
of my own—he formerly represented in 
this House the county a division of 
which I now represent—Mr. Thomas 
Dickson. Mr. Dickson, as representing the 
gas company, has given what I think is a 
perfectly fair proposal. This is a matter 
for purchase at a fair price. The town 
commissioners, now that they are entitled 
by law to purchase, have proposed to 
give the gas company £7,000 for the 
undertaking. Mr. Dickson has asked 
£9,000. He has, I think’ with perfect 
fairness, stated that the gas company is 
quite willing that £9,000 should be 
the maximum, and that the difference 
between £7,000 and £9,000 should be 
settled by the Government arbitrator. 
I recognise that as being a very fair 
offer. I have received a _ telegram 
stating that the Urban Council have 
agreed in principle to the purchase, 
and that the question now is one of 
price. I am going to make an appeal to 
my right hon. friend the President of the 
Board of Trade. I have been engaged 
for two days in opposing him, and I do 
not know that he will be in any very 
good humour for listening to any 
appeal I may make, but am sure 
he will recognise the fairness of what 
I am going to ask. The question is 
merely one of terms, and the gas company 
have made an offer which cannot very 
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well be resisted in principle by the Com- 
missioners. What I ask is this: Do not 
pass this Bill to-day. By doing so you will 
give the gas company a statutory position 
which we ought not to confer while 
negotiations are going on. Will my right 
hon. friend agree to postpone this Bill for 
a fortnight? It has been through the 
House of Lords, so that it is perfectly safe. 
This can then be taken before an Un- 
opposed Bill Committee, and all will end 
well. The local authority will get the 
gas company’s undertaking, and the gas 
company will get a fair price for their 
undertaking. I hope my right hon. friend 
will make this concession, and although 
I have been opposing him yesterday and 
to-day, | trust he will heap coals of fire 
on my head by agreeing to my proposal. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuie, Croydon): I 
can assure my hon. friend that I do not 
at all object to his opposition; I rather 
like it than otherwise. Of course, it must 
not be supposed that a Bill for confirming 
a Provisional Order is in any sense a 
matter promoted by the Government. It 
is merely an opportunity for the House to 
decide on the matter. My hon. friend 
asks for a postponement for a fortnight. 
Having regard to the circumstances and 
the facts he had brought before us, I do 
not think the House should resist that 
appeal. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) : It occurs 
to me that this is really not quite a satis- 
factory way of settling this matter. In 
fact, I question whether it is in order. 
We have had a debate on the matter, and 
surely we do not want ona future occasion 
to have that debate all over again. Now, 
with the facts fresh in our minds, the 
question might be decided. Dungannon 
has been very badly treated by this com- 
pany ; there is no law for its protection 
at all, there is no sliding scale; and I 
think the House is well advised as to 
what should be done under the circum- 
stances. Having heard the facts and 
listened to the debate, I think we onght 
to decide this simple question, and if my 
hon. friend goes to a division I shall 
certainly support him. 


Mr. GALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
In order to bring the matter to a point, 
I will move that the debaté be now 
adjourned. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“‘That the debate be now adjourned.”— 
(Vr, Caldwell.) 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I am sorry | 


this motion has been moved before I had 
an opportunity of speaking with reference 


to the proposal made by the hon. Member | 


for South Tyrone, but I will endeavour 
to keep what I desired to say in order on 
the motion for adjournment. I have no 
objection to the proposal of the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone, although I do 
not think any legitimate ground was 
shown for keeping this Bill hanging in 
terrorem over the town commissioners of 
Dungannon. Still, I shall not oppose his 
suggestion, as it would not be a prudent 
thing to do under the circumstances. The 
hon. Member tells us that the gas com- 
pany and the commissioners have come to 
an agreement in principle, but there is a 
great difference between coming to an 
agreement in principle and coming to an 
agreement as to figures. As I understand, 
the town commissioners are willing to 
pay £7,000, or nearly double the amount 
of capital ever subscribed to the under- 
taking. The chairman of the gas company 
wants £9,000, and in order to put pressure 
on the town commissioners of Dungannon 
to increase their offer it is proposed to 
keep this Bill hanging én terrorem over the 
commissioners, instead of doing as the 
House should do—reject the Bill. The 
hon. Member, having made a powerful 
attack on the gas company, suggests an 
adjournment in order to allow the gas 
company and the town commissioners to 
come to terms. I recognise that, without 
having specific instructions from the town 
commissioners of Dungannon, it would be 
taking a very serious responsibility to 
divide in face of that offer, and with the 
Bill accepted by the President of the 
Board of Trade. I am not prepared to 
take the responsibility, but I am entitled 
to demand, on behalf of the citizens of 
Dungannon, that if this compromise is 
agreed to the Government or the Presi- 


dent of the Board of Trade shall give us | 


a pledge that the Bill will be finally dealt 
with not later than this day fortnight. 
That is a matter of very great importance, 
as having once been withdrawn from the 
power of the House it may be pushed off 
until the end of the session, when the 
Irish Members may have dispersed, and 
then be passed. That would be a mon- 
strous injustice, and we ought to have a| 
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definite understanding that the Bill 
should be placed on the Paper not later 
than this day fortnight. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I think the House 
would not be justified in keeping this Bill 
hanging indefinitely in its present condi- 
tion, and [ am clearly of opinion that the 
House ought to decide upon the issue not 
later than this day fortnight. 


Mr. DOOGAN: I might point out 
that the £9,000 asked by the gas company 
for their undertaking is exclusive of 
£1,739 balance of revenue, and also of 
the amount of coal in stock. These items 
if included would bring the price de- 
manded up to between £11,000 and 
£12,000. I mention this as it may cause 
a disagreement in the arbitration. On 
behalf of the Urban Council, I accede to. 
the adjournment. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : Having 
seconded the motion of the hon. Member, 
I rise to thank the right hon. Gentleman 
for his very considerate reply, and to say 
I have no objection to the adjournment. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether it is the understanding that. this 
question should be taken about the same 
date as the Irish Estimates ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: That, of course 


depends on when the Irish Estimates are 


. taken. 


Mr. FIELD: That is what we want to 
know, as then the Irish Members will be 
here. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Tuesday, 
17th July. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 


QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
cease of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 


38 
ap 


Ame 
CRO 


As 
Or 
and : 
be 1 
Caldi 


Bil 
passe 
EAST 








As 
made 


MUIR 
MEI 
DO! 


Rea 
MOTE 


Ord 
taken 








1se 
sill 
di- 
she: 
10 


ut. 
ny 

of 

ot 
ms 
de- 
and 
use 
On 
: to 


‘ing: 
ber, 
nat 
say 
nb. 


sk): 
man 
this 
ame 


irse 
s are 


it to 


1 be 


day, 


ING 
IN- 


‘able 
rs of 
- the 


ig in 
irst 


's nob 








389 Private Bill {3 Juty 1900} Business. 390: 
applicable thereto, have been complied | Motherwell and Bellshill Railway Bill 


with, viz. :— | [Lords], of the present session, be referred 
, d (G. H.) Company Bill | 0 the Committee on Group No. 8 of Rail- 
Me Lords} ( oe way Bills. —(Mr. Caldwell.) 
cre San Francisco Bank Bill) | oat GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 


| PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 2) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a} LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL. 
second time. | ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


| Lords Amendment si 
PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING ‘ ndments considered, and 


ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY IN. | 23teed to. 

QUIRED INTO NOT COMPLIED | sis 

WITH). | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 

iain, ‘ice he Table| VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Ta © | WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 
Report from one of the Examiners of | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | oa TER? Ni AND) PRO- 
case of the following Bill, originating in | idicstaeinaaneaDioacemei ciediluiiessonus 
the Lords, and referred on the First LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not) VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
previously inquired into, and which are | 
applicable thereto, have not been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 


Caledonian Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referrec 
to the Select Committee on Standing | 
Orders. | TRAMWAYS PROVISIONAL ORDERS 

No. 5) BILL. 
HAMILTON BURGH BILL. sesglan Pe ris 


er gy ET ee As amended, considered ; to be read 
“| } 2 . . 

cords Amendments considered, and {12 third time To-morrow. 
agreed to. | 





| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 15) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


j | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. ORDERS (No. 6) BILL {Lords}. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
EE OO ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL. 


ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [Lords]. 


CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND IMPROVE- TAR = De — 
MENTS BILL. GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


é (No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 OTE Gane ee PRO- 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill | ve eee A 
be now read the third time.—(Mr. Read a second time, and committed.. 


Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read third time, and | Mr. 
passed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 


JAMES WILLIAM LOWTHER _in- 
| formed the House that, the Committee on 


EAST STIRLINGSHIRE WATER BILL| Group 8 of Railway Bills not being 


{Lords}. | appointed to meet until Thursday next, 
as iS deed : J .|the parties promoting the Motherwell 
mats amended, considered 5 Aspendments | snd Bellshill Railway Bill [Lords], which 


| was set down for consideration upon the 
MUIRKIRK, MAUCHLINE, AND DAL.-| first day of the meeting of the Committee, 
MELLINGTON RAILWAYS (ABAN.- | had appeared before him and proved that 
DONMENT) BILL [Lords]. ‘the evidence of John Marshall, boiler- 
Read a second time, and committed. | maker, Motherwell, and of David 
Henderson Macdonald, _ bridge-builder, 

MOTHERWELL AND BELLSHILL RAIL- | Motherwell, was essential to their case, 
WAY BILL [Lords]. and that their attendance could not be 

Ordered, That the Minutes of. Evidence | procured without the intervention of the 


taken before the Committee on the | House. 
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Ordered, That the said John Marshall | 
and David Henderson Macdonald do 
attend the Committee on Group 8 of 
Railway Bills on Thursday next, at | 
half-past Eleven of the clock.—(Mr. | 
James William Lowther.) 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolutions reported from the Com- | 
mittee :— 
1. “That, in the case of the Salford | 
Corporation Bill [Lords], the Standing | 
Orders ought to be dispensed with— | 
That the parties be permitted to proceed | 
with their Bill.” | 
2. “That, in the case of the North | 
British Railway Bill [Lords], the Stand- | 
ing Orders ought to be dispensed with— | 
‘That the parties be permitted to proceed | 
with their Bill.” | 


Resolutions agreed to. 


| 
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That they have agreed to Amendment 
to—Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to extend the borrowing powers 


of the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses 


of the borough of Morley, and to make 


further provision in regard to their water 


and electrical undertakings, and for the 


| improvement and good government of the 


said borough; and for other purposes,” 
Morley Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


MORLEY CORPORATION BILL [Lords], 
Read the first time ; and referred to 

the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
ills. 


KILRUSH HARBOUR (PROPOSED PRO. 
VISIONAL ORDER). 


Copy ordered, “ of the Report made to 
the Board of Trade on the subject of an 


inquiry held by the Board of Trade at 


CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 
Report [this day] from the Select Com- | 
mittee on Standing Orders read. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
‘second time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


SALFORD 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL 


[Lords]. 
Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a; 
-second time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


TYNESIDE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
on Electric Power Bills [Preamble not 
proved]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


ROTHERHAM CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendment; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Bedford 
‘Gas Bill, without amendment. 

That they have agreed to—Vale of 
Rheidol Light Railway Bill, with an 
_Amendment. 

That they have agreed to— Woodbridge 
District Water Bill, Hartlepool Gas and 
Water ‘Bill, City of “London Electric 
Lighting Bill, and Lancashire and York- 
«shire Railway Bill, with Amendments. 





‘the Court House, Kilrush, on the 27th 
\day of April, 1900, relative to a Pro- 


visional Order applied for by Mr. Vanda- 
leur on the subject of Kilrush Pier, which 
Provisional Order has been refused.”— 


| (Major Jameson.) 


PETITIONS. 


LAND VALUES “ane IN (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Petition from Bonhill, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Poynings; 
Fulking ; Norwich (five); Old Lakenham ; 
Ilford ; Farnworth ; and Portsmouth ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Lydford; 
Brandon Colliery ; Battle ; Sherburn 
Hill; Browney ; Middleton; Walsden; 
Dundee ; Uttoxeter (two); Hunslet ; 
West Bromwich ; Bideford ; Orpington ; 
Norwich (four) ; Blackhill (two) ; Bethnal 
Green’; Burton-on‘Trent Hythe; Not 
tingham ; Bournemouth (two); Farr 
worth (four); Morecambe; Mountain 
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Ash; Christchurch (seven) ; Croydon ; 
and Cheriton ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Benholm ; and 
Roxburgh ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
} : 


4 


Petitions in favour, from Rugeley ; | 


Walsden; Sherburn Hilf; Bethnal 
Green ; Holsworthy; Tavistock; Cale- 
donian Road ; Bulkworthy ; Nottingham; 
Norwich (four); West Bromwich (two) ; 
Ryhope ; Bradford; Farnworth (two) ; 
Croydon ; Portsmouth; Mountain Ash ; 
and Morecambe ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CELTIC ORNAMENTS FOUND IN 


IRELAND. 

Copy presented, of Summary prepared 
by Treasury of Facts and Correspond- 
ence with respect to certain Celtic Orna- 
ments [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


APPOINTMENTS OPEN TO RETIRED 
SOLDIERS. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 16th June, 1899 ; Colonel Long] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 249.] 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE (CLERKS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 24th May; Admiral Field]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2468 to 2470 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


| 


TRANWAYS (STREET AND ROAD). | 


Return ordered, “of Street and Road 
Tramways authorised by Parliament, 
showing the amount of Capital authorised, 
paid up, and expended ; the length of 
Tramway authorised, and the length open 
for the public conveyance of passengers | 
down to the 30th day of June, 1900 ; the | 
gross Receipts, working Expenditure, and | 
wet Receipts ; the number of passengers | 


VOL. LXXXYV. [FourtH SzriEs.] 
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| conveyed and the number of miles run 
' by Cars during the year ended the 30th 
day of June, 1900; together with the 
_number of Horses, Engines, and Cars at 
that date (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 327, of Session 
| 1899).”—(Mr. Litchie.) 





QVUESTIONS. 
CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
RECENT NEWS. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Has the right hon. 
Gentleman the representative of the 
Foreign Office any information to give 
the House regarding China ? 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): The news received 
from various sources makes it clear that a 
largenumberof foreignersand missionaries 
of various denominations had taken refuge 

| in the British Legation, which is besieged, 
and that the postion in Peking is very 
grave—but we have no direct intelligence 
trom Peking itself. A telegram has 
reached us from the Consul at Tientsin, 
dated 28th June, stating that the three 
arsenals known as the Eastern Arsenal, 
the Haikuan Ssu, and the Si-ku or Wu-ku 
Arsenal have been burned by the allied 
forces, with immense stores of powder and 


| ammunition. 


COMMAND OF THE ALLIED FORCES. 

Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) : 
/On behalf of the hon. Member for the 
Keclesall Division of Sheffield, I beg to 
_ask the Under Secretary of State for War 


| whether General Sir A. Gaselee is now on 


the way from India to China with the 


| Indian contingent ; and whether General 


Gaselee will command the allied forces on 
land in China. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. WynpDHAM, Dover): My 
answer to the first question is in the 
affirmative. In regard to the second, I 
cannot yet say what arrangements will be 
made as to the command and distribution 
of the allied forces. 


SUGGESTED MOVEMENT OF TROOPS 
FROM SOUTH AFRICA TO CHINA. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 


P 
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State for War if he will say on what | tanity presents itself of forwarding them 


ground Lord Roberts has declined the | 
| whether the Government, having regard 


application made to him by the Govern- 
ment to detach a portion of the army 
now serving in South Africa for China, 


to the family of General Wauchope ; and 


'to the offer of Mr. Baumann, will take 
/any steps to provide for the immediate 


having regard to the fact that upwards | 


of 250,000 men are at present under the 
command of Lord Roberts in a country 


where it has been authoritatively stated 


that the war is practically at an end. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 
State for War is not at present prepared 
to give any information as to the subject 
of the hon. Member’s question. 


forwarding of these relics of General 
Wauchope to his relatives. 


THE FIRST LORD oF tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I understand that no official infor- 
mation has been received here referring 
to the hon. Member’s question ; but Lord 
Roberts has been requested by telegraph 


‘to make inquiries, and, if possible, to send 


home the articles mentioned. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: When will | 


he be in a state of preparation ? 


[No answer was given. } 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—SIR GEORGE | 


WHITE’S LADYSMITH DESPATCHES. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 


State for War whether the time has now | 
come when Sir George White’s Lady- | 


smith despatches can be published. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have repeatedly 
explained to the House that the publica- 
tion of despatches rests entirely with the 
Secretary of State for War, and that I am 
not prepared to prejudice the exercise of 
his discretion by way of question and 
answer. 


Str HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- | 


ton, E.): Are we to understand from the 
hon. Gentleman’s answer that the House 
of Commons is refused this information ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : I do not think that 
question arises out of my answer. The 


selection of the time of publication must | 


rest with the Secretary of State. 


Sm HENRY FOWLER: I will call 
attention to this on the Army Estimates. 


THE LATE GENERAL WAUCHOPE. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


whether he is aware that Landrost Bav- | 


mann, of Hoopstad, has in his keep- 
ing the rifle, revolver, and other arms 
the late General Wauchope had with him 
when he fell at Magersfontein, and also 


some small trinkets belonging to the 


ENTERIC FEVER—STATISTICS\ 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Under See- 
retary of State for War whether he can 
| state the number of cases of enteric fever 
admitted into hospitals at Bloemfontein 
‘during each of the eight weeks ending 
12th May, and the number of men dying 
| in those hospitals from this disease during 
the same period; and whether he can 
| state the number of cases of simple con- 
tinued fever admitted into hospitals in 
Natal, hospitals in Cape Colony, and 
hospitals north of the Orange River, 
respectively, with the number of deaths 
which occurred among these patients, 
' whether subsequently transferred to the 
| heading of enteric fever or not. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
| has given very short notice of a question 
involving so much statistical research, but 
I will do my best to satisfy him with my 
answer. The number of admittances for 
enteric fever into hospitals at Bloemfon- 
tein and of deaths from the same cause 
in the eight weeks ended on 11th May— 
the week, for the purpose of these returns, 
ending on Friday—were :—23rd March: 
admitted, 88 ; died, 5. 30th March: ad- 
mitted, 160 ; died, 9. 6th April : admitted, 
166 ; died, 21. 13th April: admitted, 377; 
died, 34. 20th April: admitted, 263; 
died, 44. 27th April :. admitted, 224; died, 
54. 4th May: admitted, 226; died, 54. 
llth May: admitted, 583;. died, 65; 
making totals of 2,087 admissions and. 
286 deaths. That give a_ percentage: 
‘of 13:7. The second question scarcely 
admits of an answer. I can only give 
'the total admissions for simple con- 


general, and has authorised Mr. Michael | tinued fever, which were 5,860 and 


Davitt to state that he would hold these deaths only one. 
articles in safe keeping till some oppor.: Member will see that if a: case was 


But I think the hon. 
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subsequently diagnosed as enteric fever but not the 6d. ration allowance. The 
the death would be set down as from’ ration allowance, however, is due to a 
enteric fever and not as from simple con- soldier for any day-on which he did not 
tinued fever. draw a ration, and the money is paid to 


Jog gs . him weekly if he desires. On a cam- 
"Bagg tre tre 0g nr no paign, however, occasions may, of course, 


arise which preclude the possibility of 
admissions and deaths were of non- I P y 


“pe ; such payment for a time. 
commissioned officers, and how many of P 


? 
_ : | CENSORSHIP REGULATIONS. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have the num-| yp. JoHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire 


bers of commissioned and non-commis- ph cliffe) : I beg to ask the Under Sec- 
sioned officers and men in parallel columns, | retary of State for War whether his 
but it would be confusing to simply read ote ntion has been drawn to certain 
them to the House. ° Minutes published in the Natal Witness, 
__ | which have passed between the Prime 
ENTERIC FEVER—THE SERUM TEST. Minister of Natal, the Governor, General 
Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, Murray, and Sir Redvers Buller re- 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary specting the detention, opening, and sup- 
of State for War whether he will state pression of letters and documents passing 
what steps were taken by the War Office | through the Post Office by the Censorship 
to provide means for the application of Department, and especially to the obser- 
the serum test (Widal’s method) to the vation of the Prime Minister of Natal 
diagnosis of doubtful cases of enteric fever that the opening of private letters had 
in general hospitals in South Africa; been indiscriminate and unnecessarily 
whether he is aware that this means of rigorous and inquisitorial ; whether he is 
making an early diagnosis is largely used aware that the Governor expressed by 
by hospitals and local sanitary authorities; Minute agreement with his Ministers ; 
and whether he will take immediate steps whether, inasmuch as the matter has thus 
to provide every general hospital inSouth become public in Natal, these and any 
Africa with the skilled assistance and other Minutes on the subject which have 
simple appliances necessary in those cases passed between the Prime Minister and 
in which such provision has not yet been Governor of -Natal and the generals re- 
made. ferred to will be laid upon the Table of 
— , the House ; and whether he will lay upon 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: No special steps the Table any documents which have 
have been taken beyond the general heen issued by the Government, or those 
training of medical officers in this method responsible in South Africa, prescribing 
of diagnosis. The test is being applied 4, dealing in any way with the manner 
in South Africa, and Army medical | in which the censorship of telegrams or 
officers are quite capable of carrying it | jet¢ers should be carried out in South 
tr Africa or elsewhere. 


PRIVATE SOLDIERS—MESSING AND TUN, ' 
RATION ALLOWANCES. *Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 


mi State has no objection whatever to the 
MR. ELLIOT (Durham) : I beg to publication in this country of the docu- 
ask the Under Secretary of State for tnents which have been published in 
War, seeing that private soldiers on Natal, Ido not know whether the hon. 


active service are entitled to 6d. per M 
pte ‘i : Member has seen the correspondence. 
diem in addition to free rations, whether P 


he will explain why, when payment is ; 7 ‘vw oS 
asked for by soldiers in South Africa, | agar JOHN ELLIS: Yes, I have it. 
they have been told that payment will ill the — Gentleman answer the last 
not be made till the end of the war. paragraph of my question ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member’ *Mr. WYNDHAM: That should be 
has been misinformed. Soldiers on active addressed to the F oreign Office, as the 
service get free rations, including vege- | general question of censorship is a much 
tables and groceries when possible, and larger one, and refers to more than one 
they also get the 3d. ‘messing allowance, Department. 


P23 
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Me. JOHN ELLIS: I will put a there was a diminution of stores. But I 
question to the First Lord of the put that on one side. What does the 
Treasury. hon. Member mean by the rest of his 


TREATMENT OF DISCHARGED 
SOLDIERS—CASE OF PRIVATE WEIR. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I wish to 


ask the Under Secretary for War a ques- | 


tion of which I have given him private 
notice—namely, what explanation has the 
War Office to give for the removal from 
Netley Hospital of Private Robert Weir, 
of the 27th Inniskilling Fusiliers, who 
had served with his regiment all through 
the Natal campaign, and was sent home 
in an enfeebled state of body and mind, 
and of the deportation of this soldier, 
who is without a pension and has received 
no gratuity, to the workhouse at Ennis- 
killen, where he is at present a pauper 
inmate. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have received no 


notice, and it is obvious I could not have 


answered such a question under forty- | 


eight hours notice. 

Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL : 
the War Office, and had a letter from the 
hon. Gentleman’s private secretary. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. 


must give longer notice. 


ESTABLISHMENT— 
1892-95. 


ARTILLERY 
REDUCTION IN 


I sent it to | 


Member | 


*Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : | 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether there was any reduction 
in the strength of artillery or diminution 
in the store of ammunition during the 
three years from July, 1892, to June, 
1895. , 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This question does 
not admit of a single reply. The changes 
made in the artillery of the last ten or 
twenty years embrace changes not only 
in the number of units but in the number 
also of men and guns. The hon. Member 
had much better ask for a Return, which 
I shall be quite prepared to grant. 


*Mr. M‘KENNA: My question is clear 
—whether there was any reduction in the 
strength of artillery or diminution of 
stores in a specified period. 


*\Mr. WYNDHAM: I quite see the 
object of the question. We all recollect 





question ; does he mean a reduction of 
batteries, of guns, or of men? He will 
get the information much more clearly if 
he will allow me to give it by way of 
Return. 


*Mr. MSKENNA: What was the in- 


formation given to the Colonial Secre- 
tary, on which he based some recent 
observations ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


ARMY PENSION REGULATIONS. 

Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire, 
Honiton) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War whether a soldier 
incapacitated from all employment by ill- 
ness contracted while on duty in camp in 
England and discharged as unfit for 
further service is entitled to a pension as 
if he had been on foreign service ; and, if 
so, to whom should application be made. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The conditions are 
not quite the same, but application should 


' be made to the same authorities, namely, 


the Commissioners of Chelsea Hospital. 


LICHFIELD RIFLE RANGE. 
Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 


| field): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War if he can state what pro- 


gress is being made towards the construc- 
tion of the contemplated rifle range near 
Withington Barracks, Lichfield; and if 
anything has been done in the matter in 
the last two months. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Since the passing 
of the Act confirming the Provisional 
Order for the acquisition of the land re- 
quired for this range, the notices to 
treat have been served on the various 
owners concerned, and we are now 
awaiting their claims, when endeavours 
will be made to arrange terms by nego- 
tiation, but where this is not possible 
recourse to arbitration will be necessary. 
The construction of the range cannot be 
commenced until possession of the land 
has been obtained. 


VOLUNTEER MOUNTED INFANTRY 
GRANT. 
Mr. LUCAS-SHADWELL (Hastings): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War what grant the Government pro- 
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poses to make towards the expenses of | sible to deal with it satisfactorily before 

Volunteer mounted infantry beyond the | the House sits. I trust that more con- 

ordinary grant to Volunteers. | sideration will in future be shown to an 
| already over-burdened Department. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: It has been de- = f ; 

cided to grant for this year an initial | CAPTAIN NORTON : I will renew the 

equipment allowance of £10 10s., an effi- | 1uestion a few days hence. 


ciency grant of £4, in addition to the | ROYAL RESERVE REGIMENT OF 
ordinary capitation grant to provide for | eanliege ma 


maintenance of equipment and hire of | CR Wee : 
horses, and a special grant of 12s. for) MaAJor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I beg 
each day a Volunteer earns camp allow-| t0 ask the Financial Secretary to the 


ance, to cover the cost of providing and | War Office whether he is aware that the 
maintaining a horse in camp, and a_| Royal Reserve Regiment of Hussars. now 
travelling allowance of 3d. a mile to'| quartered at Hounslow, has been em- 
cover conveyance of horses to and from bodied for seven weeks, and had up to 
camp. c _last week received no grooming kit and 
| only sixteen saddles, so that the regiment 

Mr. LUCAS-SHADWELL : Does this | is compelled to drag their horses round 
arrangement apply to this year only, or is | the barrack square with ropes and chains ; 
it permanent ? ,and when the Department propose to 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This year only. make this cavalry corps efficient. 
We are not prepared to deal with ques-- *Mr. WYNDHAM: The requisitions for 
tions of permanent policy at this the saddlery and grooming kits were not 
moment. | received at Woolwich until the 20th June, 
the whole supply was despatched on or 
SHORNCLIFFE CAMP — HOSPITAL before the 28th June. 
ARRANGEMENTS—DEATH OF SER- | 
apa * ost er ” sic MILITIA EXAMINATIONS. 
APTAIN NORTON : I beg to ask the | » WIP Na : 
Under Secretary of State for War if he is | _ = sb = mening E begs te 
etree arenas Mi 4 held Sat ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
j* ce at sh ee life C. + “S use na whether, seeing that till last autumn the 
Wimebu ‘ Agee 'S peng le ste ie militia competitive examination consisted 
‘ies a “5 ee id ’ yy anh ey. ’ a, | of Military law, tactics, fortification, and 
. the ge a I n pray 7 4 cap pe military topography, he will explain why 
Cor a - Pie t 1 wl d that Wilms the subjects of military law and tactics 
aa “i r ts 90.9 : ; aa h ote 1 Nms- | have been excluded from the course, and 
ee = aoe | ldihaoy. biateey: consisting of the first 
fit, died before a doctor could be found ; | 130 pages of Hamley’s “Operations of 
and in view of the comments made by the | War,” yi aling with the strategic move- 
jury at the inquest, whether he can say onts in the Napoleonic Wars, sub- 
what —, = > ni ee ee stituted since the South African War, 
~ ee as se et ony he er aetces such being a study of a system of military 
ahem gare en a ee operations rendered obsolete by smokeless 
' | powder and the improvements in modern 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: No information firearms. 
has been received in the War Office of TWN ; , 
this incident, but inquiry will be made. | pe leh, cacceet aed ale ree 
the staff of the hospital consists of a ser- 7. 


. “hav instead of two examinations. 
geant-major, a sergeant, two corporals, ~ ge gel ne soreness 
and fourteen orderlies of the Army | chances of candidates wid tad passed 
ee |the first examination under the old 

Di cere ete ais: ; | system. 
make further inquiry in order to give an | cb 
exhaustive answer to this question. I put; Mason RASCH: I beg to ask the 
it to him and to other Members that | Under Secretary of State for War whether 
when a question comes before me for the | he is now in a position to state whether 
first time at ten or eleven o'clock in the | Militia candidates doing duty with their 
morning at the War Office, it is impos-| embodied battalions will be forced to pass 
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a competitive examination in September ; 
and, if so, in what subjects they will be 
examined. 


Questions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The subjects for 
the revised Militia examination were 
published in August, 1899. As I have 
stated in reply to a previous question, 
arrangements have been made to prevent 
hardship to those who have already 
passed the first examination under the 
old system. These arrangements would 
have been in force in March if an 
examination had been held; and they 
will be in force in September. I may 
point out the necessity for a competition 
examination depends on whether or not 
there are more vacancies than candidates. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will there 
be a competitive examination in Sep- 
tember 4 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I think almost 
certainly, but it depends whether the 
number of candidates exceeds the number 
of vacancies. If a greater number of 
gentlemen wish to enter the Army than 
there are vacancies for, then they must 
compete between themselves for the 
vacancies. 


GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : Will the officers now 
serving at the front be required to go 
through the same literary competitive 
examinations as those in garrisons? If so, 
it will be extremely hard. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: It is difficult to 
deal with this matter in answer to ques- 
tions. Care has been taken to make the 
examinations as equal as possible. It is 
impossible for the officers at the front to 
compete next September, and therefore a 
portion of places will be set apart and will 
be filled up on the nomination of Lord 
Roberts. As to officers of Militia at 
home or on the Mediterranean stations a 
difficulty arises, because commanding 
officers have been able to give leave to 
some, but have had to refuse it to others. 
We hope, however, to meet their case by 
granting a proportion of marks for every 
day of duty done, and every day on board 
ship, which will equalise conditions as far 
as possible. 


Mr. BOSCAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge) : 
Arising out of this answer may I ask 
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whether in the case of Militia abroad, 
but not in South Africa, the examination 
of candidates will be held in England or 
at their respective stations ! 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The examination 
in these cases will be held at the re- 
spective stations for those candidates who 
are at their stations, and an allowance of 
marks will be made for every day of duty 
done and for every day on board ship. 


BELLEVILLE BOILERS—ROYALTIES 
AND FEES. 


Mr. PENN (Lewisham): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty whether 
in new designs for, or on points of detail 
in, the construction of Belleville boilers 
the Belleville Company is consulted ; 
and, if so, what fee is paid, and what is 
the total sum so paid since the adoption 
of the boiler, over.and above anything 
paid as royalty, and what is the total 
amount paid, and to be paid, as royalty. 


THE FIRST LORD or THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEn, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The reply to the first 
part of the hon. Member’s question is in 
the affirmative. The fee for this con- 
sultation is included in the royalty. The 
only extra payment to the Belleville 
Company beyond the royalty is for draw- 
ings which they supply. The actual 
amount paid up to date for royalty is 
£116,192, and for drawings £644, in 
respect of fifty-four ships. The approxi- 
mate amount remaining to be paid for 
royalty in respect of forty-eight ships is 
£49,931. 


WATER-TUBE BOILERS. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether, having regard to the 
technical character of the controversy as 
to the use of water-tube boilers on Her 
Majesty’s ships, he could, for the con- 
venience of the House, lay on the Tablea 
Memorandum on the subject a few days 
before the discussion on Vote 8 of the 
Navy Estimates is taken. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I will see what 
materials for the discussion on water-tube 
boilers I can place before the House 
before. the Vote is taken, but my own 
review of the case, which I am anxious to 
make as little technical as the case admits, 
I propose to embody in the statement 
which I shall make to the House. 
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405 Questions. 
AUSTRALIA AND IMPERIAL DEFENCE | 
_ AUSTRALIAN HELP IN THE) 


CHINESE DIFFICULTY. | 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I beg | 
to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty | 
when he will be in a position to make his 
promised statement respecting the new 
arrangements to be made on the ter- 
mination of the Australian agreement 
sanctioned by the Imperial Defence Act, 
1888. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I do not remember 
giving the undertaking to which the hon. 
Gentleman refers, but matters will remain 
as they are until the central government 
in Australia is formed under the Com- 
monwealth Bill, when, of course, any 
negotiation would be easier. I may 
mention that, there being among our 
ships on the Australian station several 
suitable for work in Chinese waters, the 
Secretary of State telegraphed for the 
consent of the Australian colonies to their 
temporary withdrawal, which consent is 
necessary under the Imperial Defence 
Act. This consent was given in twenty- 
four hours, and in the most cordial 
manner. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: May I ask if the 


cost of these ships sent from Australia | 
to China is defrayed by the United | 


Kingdom ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I think the Austra- 
lian colonies are far more bent on heiping 
us in China than on any financial 
question. 


REORGANISATION OF THE MILITARY 
FORCES OF THE EMPIRE. 

Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
any attempt has been made to ascertain 
the views of the Colonial and Indian 
Governments on the reorganisation of the 
military forces of. the Empire; and 
whether the Government will consider the 
desirability of adding to the Committee 
of the Council of Defence representatives 
of the great self-governing colonies and 
of India. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that opportunity has been taken to con- 
sult the authorities on the question 
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SIRDAR BHAI SHAMSHERE SINGH. 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is aware of the arrangements 
made for the education, during his 
| minority, of Sirdar Bhai Shamshere 
| Singh, the present chief of Arnowli and 
'head of the Bhaikean family in the 
Punjab ; and whether he will ascertain if 
| there is any reason why the Sirdar should 
/not be allowed a tutor competent to 
| educate him in English, and in a manner 
| becoming the position he is likely to hold 
| on his coming of age. 


| Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): This chief is at present only 
nine years old, and his brother six years 
‘old. The estate to which he is heir has 
only a moderate income, and is in debt. 
The arrangements for the education of 
these boys are made by the Court of 
Wards, subject to the approval of the 
| Punjab Government, and under these 
| circumstances there is much to be said in 
favour of a good native tutor until the 
lads are old enough to go to the Sirdar’s 
| college. 


Questions. 


CANADIAN ARTILLERY—CASE OF 
CORPORAL COURTNEY. 


Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
| I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 

for War whether he is aware that Corporal 

Courtney, of A Battery, Kingston, 
| Toronto, was on the 24th May ordered to 

march a squad of the battery to the 
canteen to drink the Queen’s health in 
beer, to which he had a personal objec- 
tion ; and that, in consequence, he has 
been reduced to the ranks ; and whether 
he will cause inquiry to be made into the 
case. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have no information 
as to the incident to which the hon. 
'Member refers. The administration of 
| the Canadian Militia is entirely a matter 
for the Canadian Government, and Her 
Majesty’s Government have no right or 
desire to interfere in a question which 
| solely concerns one of the self-governing 
' colonies. 


referred to by my hon. friend. The Com- | 
mittee referred to in the question is a| 
Committee of the Cabinet, 
Government, therefore, cannot add to it 
in the manner suggested. 


and the| 


BANKRUPTCY TRUSTEES AND 
ASSIGNMENTS OF DEBTS. 

| Sm HENRY STANLEY (Lambeth 

N.): Ibeg to ask the President of the 
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Board of Trade if he is aware that trustees 
in bankruptcy receive notices of assign- 
ments of debts due to creditors ; whether 
it is the duty of trustees to assure them- 
selves that assignments do in fact exist 
before parting with moneys in their 
hands ; and whether he will take steps, 
by legislation or otherwise, to provide 
that trustees receiving notices of assign- 
ment should at once apprise the creditors 
concerned. 


THE PRESIDENT or tue BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Ritcuir, Croydon): 
The answer to the first two paragraphs 
of the question is in the affirmative. 
With reference to the third paragraph, I 
am of opinion that there is no necessity 
for legislation. 


SALE OF UNDERSIZED SEA-FISH— 
LEGISLATION IN FOREIGN COUN- 
TRIES. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 

I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade if he will lay upon the Table of 
the House a Return showing what legisla- 
tion, if any, has been adopted by and now 
exists in France, Belgium, Holland, 
Prussia, and Denmark, respectively, with 
regard to the limits of size of sea-fish 
allowed to be caught, imported or ex- 
ported, possessed or sold, as well as the 
penalties, if any, imposed by such legisla- 
tion, the conditions under which such 
penalties are incurred, and the date of 
each law included in the Return. 


Str CAMERON GULL (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple): Before the right hon. 
Gentleman answers the question, may I 
ask if he will include in any such Return 
a statement whether the legislation 
referred to is strictly enforced in those 
countries. 


Mr. RITCHIE: One can hardly ask 
a foreign Government if the laws enacted 
in its country are strictly enforced. I am 
making inquiries through the Foreign 
Office, and will consider when I receive 
the replies how far I can supply the 
information desired by my hon. friend. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman inquire if there are any 
prosecutions in those countries ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I think that is rather 
beyond the scope of our inquiries. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman undertake to give 
us the information before proceeding with 
the Undersized Fish Bill ? 


Questions. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I cannot undertake 
anything of the kind. Whatever may be 
the regulations in force in other countries, 
they have nothing to do with the passing 
of this Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: But that is 
one of the questions the House is asked 
to deal with. 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ LUGGAGE. 

Sirk CAMERON GULL: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he will grant a Return of the 
amounts of free luggage which the various 
railway companies are under statutory 
liability to allow to the several classes 
of passengers over the different portions 
of their lines. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The Board of Trade 
are in communication with the Railway 
Association, and have said they assume 
that the companies will have no difficulty 


in supplying the information. I shall 
press for an early reply. 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES AND DEATH 


CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. WOODS: I beg to ask Mr. Attor- 
ney General will he explain on what 
authority the registrars charge varying 
sums of from 1s. to 2s. 7d. for certificates 
of death of members of registered trade 
unions, who have funeral benefits attached 
to their societies, seeing that registered 
friendly societies only pay ls. for such 
certificates, which is fixed by law, and 
whether he can take any action with a view 
of making the same charge for obtaining 
certificates for registered trade unions. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHapLin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): Perhaps the hon. 
Member will allow me to answer the ques- 
tion. Section 97 of the Friendly Societies 
Act, 1896, provides that for the purposes 
of that Act a certificate of the death 
of any member of a registered friendly 
society is to be given by the Registrar of 
Deaths for a sum not exceeding 1s. This 
enactment, however, does not apply in 
the case of the death of a member of a 
registered trade union, and consequently 
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in such a case the ordinary fee of 2s. 7d. | 
is payable for a certificate of death. I 
have no power to take the action suggested 
in the last paragraph of the question. 


CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT REGU- 
LATIONS. 

CapTAIN NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether, in 
view of the fact that the notice issued by 
the Civil Service Commissioners, on 7th 
April, 1894, announcing a competition 


limited to registered copyists for eight | 


appointments as abstractor or assistant 
clerk, stating the maximum limit of 


age for entry at sixty, it was contem- | 


plated to retire a successful competitor 
upon reaching that age. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton): Whatever may or may not have 
been in the mind of the authorities when 
that notice was issued, there can be no 
question that, under the general rule of 
the service laid down in Clause 10 of the 


Order in Council of 15th August, 1890, | 


and Clause 18 of the Order of 29th 
November, 1898, a civil servant is liable 
to be called upon to retire at the age of 
sixty. 


ACCOUNTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE. 
DUBLIN. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that the late Mr. 
T. J. O’Brien, of the Consolidated 
Accounting Office of the Supreme Court | 
of Judicature in Ireland, was 
a special salary amounting to £210 per 
annum for the discharge of the duties of 
Clerk in Charge of the Vote Account, 
and that, since shortly after Mr. O’Brien’s 
decease in June, 1898, these duties have 
been performed by a junior clerk at a 
salary of £140, who recently presented a 
petition to the Lord Chancellor praying 
for an allowance similar to Mr. O’Brien’s ; 


whether the Lord Chancellor on receipt 


of the petition instructed the Accountant 


General to take steps to have these duties | 


performed by a first class clerk ; and, 
whether, 


three first class clerks is fully engaged by 
other responsible duties, and that it has 
been found impossible to get the work of 
the Vote Account done by the present 
first class staff, an additional first class 
if not, 


clerk will be appointed; and, 
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whether an adequate allowance will be 
given to the junior clerk who has during, 
the past two years been discharging the 
| duties connected with the Vote Account. 


Mr. HANBURY: The junior clerk 
referred to (who is only nominally clerk 
in charge and receives all necessary 
directions from his superior officer) has 
the same salary as Mr. O’Brien’s pre- 
decessor. Mr. O’Brien was allowed the 
exceptional fixed salary of £210 to com- 
pensate him for the fact that being out- 
side the normal organisation of the Office, 
he had no right of promotion such as Mr. 
Wilson has, and was on a much lower scale 
of pay. Mr. Wilson’s salary after thir- 
teen years service will be £230, rising by 
£10 to £300 as against £210, fixed salary 
paid to Mr. O’Brien after the same 
period of service—and this irrespective of 
his chance of promotion. 


IRISH LAND ACTS THE ASHBOURNE 
ACT. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that purchasers under the Ashbourne Act 
are only entitled to about £10 per cent. 
every ten years, while purchasers under 


‘the Land Bill of 1896 will be entitled to 
£14 after ten years ; whether he is also 


aware that the sinking fund under the 
Ashbourne Act is only 17s. 6d., while 
under the Bill of 1896 it is £1 5s. ; and 
whether there is any reason for not 
placing the purchasers under the Ash- 
bourne Acts on as favourable terms as the 
purchasers under the Bill of 1896. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The first paragraph of the 
question appears to be based upon a mis- 
apprehension, for though the Treasury 
rules and tables have been published so 
far as regards the application of the 
decade system to purchases under the 
Ashbourne Act, they have not yet been 
issued with regard to purchases under the 
Acts of 1891 and 1896. There is no 
authority, therefore, for assuming that 
the sum of £14 per cent. is correct. The 
facts are as stated in the second para- 
graph. The advances under the Ash- 
bourne Act were made by means of the 
realisation of stock issued under the 
Local Loans Act at 3 per cent., advances 


; under the Acts of 1891 and 1896 by the: 
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issue of guaranteed land stock bearing divi- : 


dends at £2 15s. per cent., which is pro- 
vided by the interest portion of the tenant 
purchasers’ annuities, the balance of: the 
annuity, £1 5s., being accumulated against 
the annuity. The Local Loans stock is 
not redeemable until 1912. 


LISTOWEL SUB-COMMISSION. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can give 
the number of originating notices served 
by tenants to have judicial rents fixed 
before the Sub-Land Commission at Lis- 
towel; whether he is aware that dissatis- 
faction exists in North Kerry owing to 
the delays caused to tenants by the fact 
of their applications to have fair rents 
fixed being delayed for such long periods ; 
and whether he can say when the next 
sitting of the Sub-Land Commission at 
Listowel will be held. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There are 
115 cases from the union of Listowel, in 
which the applications to fix fair rents 
have not as yet been listed for hearing 
before a Sub-Commission. Apart from 
the statement in the question, I am not 
aware that dissatisfaction of the nature 
indicated exists in the district referred to. 
Sittings of Sub-Commissions have been 
held for the disposal of cases from that 
district as frequently as has been found 
possible, having regard to the claims of 
other districts. It is probable that a list 
containing the majority of the 115 cases 
now outstanding will be issued towards 
the close of the present year, but no 
definite arrangements have as yet been 
made. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the real cause of 
the dissatisfaction is that the orginating 
notices were served so long ago as three 
years last March ? 


[No answer was given. | 


IRISH LUNATIC ASYLUM REGULA- 
TIONS. 


Mr. O'KEEFFE (Limerick) : I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention | 
has been called to a resolution adopted , 
by the Board of the Limerick District | 
Asylum pointing out the state of the law | 
‘entailed on Irish manufacturers by the 


as regards the admission of lunatics in 
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Ireland; and, seeing that after the 
magistrates, in conjunction with the 
medical officer called to examine insane 
patients, make the order for committal to 
an asylum, there is no power to compel 
the friends or relations of such patients to 
pay for their maintenance, even if they 
are able to afford it, whether power could 
be given to the authorities of asylums in 
Ireland to compel payment for patients so 
committed on ascertaining that the per- 
sons responsible for their support are ina 
position to do so. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No such re- 
solution, I am informed, has been passed 
by the Board of the Limerick District 
Asylum. I may observe, however, that 
the power to compel friends or relatives 
of patients committed as dangerous luna- 
tics, under the tenth section of the Act 
30 and 31 Vict. c. 118, to pay for their 
maintenance could only be given by 
legislation. 


THE SEIZURE OF THE “UNITED 
IRISHMAN.” 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that certain issues of the United Irsshman, 
published at Ormond Quay, Dublin, were 
seized and confiscated by the Dublin 
metropolitan police and also by the con- 
stabulary ; whether he can explain to the 
House the reasons for such seizure and 
confiscation ; and whether he would state 
upon whose orders those seizures were 
made. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This question 
only appeared on the Paper this morning, 
and as all the official documents on the 
subject are in Dublin, I will ask the hon. 
Member to defer the question until 
Thursday. 


DUBLIN CONSTABULARY CLOTHING. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, having regard 


to the fact that the uniform and clothing 


of the Dublin police are imported from 
England, although this force is largely 
supported out of local rates, and that the 
uniforms of the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
and the uniform and clothing used in the 
Irish Prison Service, and the Army cloth- 
ing used in Ireland, are obtained also in 
England, and in view of the difficulty 
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system of contracts established by the 
Government Department at Pimlico, 


whether the Government would consider | 


the advisability of starting an Irish 
Government Clothing Department, so 
that local manufactures may be estab- 
lished on lines which would make it 
possible for the clothing used in Irish 
Government Services to be made in 
freland. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The con- 


tractors for the supply of cloth for the | 


Irish police are all, I believe, resident in 
England, but the making up of the 
articles of clothing is, with the exception 
of helmets, in the hands of Irish firms. 
The subject of contracts for the clothing 
of the police has on more than one occa- 
sion engaged my own personal considera- 
tion. Proposals have been made to me 
that these contracts should’ be restricted 
co Irish firms alone, and that the existing 


system of inspection at the Army Cloth- | 


ing Department in London should be 
abolished. As regards the first proposal, 


every facility has been given to Irish | 


firms to tender, and they have been 
supplied with samples of the standard 
patterns. It is impracticable for the 
Government to consent to the restriction 
of these contracts to Irish firms alone, but 
in the case of such firms the only require- 
ment necessary to secure the adoption of 
an Irish made cloth asa sealed pattern is 
that it should stand the War Oftice tests. 
The suggestion that an inspection depét 
should be established in Ireland has been 
brought before the War Department, but 
they were unable to concur in it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: As you have 
established an Agricultural Department 


to enable Irish landlords to improve their | 


position, why not have an Industrial De- 
partment to give the people a chance of 
earning wages? As the Dublin people 
pay £30,000 or £40,000 a year, they 
ought at least to have a chance of having 
the clothing made in Dublin. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Are we to 
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POTATO GROWING IN IRELAND—EX- 
PERIMENTS WITH ELECTRICITY. 
Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I beg 

to ask the Vice-President of the Board of 

Agriculture and Technical Instruction for 

Ireland if his attention has been directed 

to a series of experiments made by Mr. 

O'Sullivan, of Athea, in the county of 

Limerick, with a view of improving 

potato growing ; whether he is aware that 

under this new system an increase of 80 

per cent. in the crop is shown ; and will 

the Department cause inquiries to be 
made into the matter. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE 
FoR IRELAND (Mr. PLUNKETT, Dublin 
County, S.): My attention has been 
called to the experiments referred to in 
the question. I understand that Mr. 
O'Sullivan attributes the extraordinary 
increase in his potato crop to the action 
of electricity introduced through light- 
ning conductors and distributed through 
the crop by means of wires. As both the 
parish priest of Athea and the county 
surveyor of Limerick are satisfied both as 
to the effect and the cause of this remark- 
able phenomenon, I shall have inquiries 
made on behalf of the Department. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Can the right hon. Gentleman say 
what the cost per acre of electricity is ? 


Mr. PLUNKETT: The Department 


has not made its inquiries yet. 


QUEEN ANNE'S’ BOUNTY. 

Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Not- 
tinghamshire, Mansfield): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty 
have assented to the proposed inquiry 
into the constitution of the Board ; and 
| whether the inquiry will be enlarged so 
as to include the powers as well as the 
constitution of the Board. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have done my 
best to acquaint myself with the wishes 
of the Governors, and I do not think the 
reference need be altered. 


understand that the Royal Irish Con- | 


stabulary are a branch of the War Office 
and under its control ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The clothing | 


contracts are. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I wish to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury if he can tell us what will be the 
| business to-morrow and on Thursday. And 
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I would venture to remind him of the 
Indian Budget. Public attention has 
been directed to Indian questions gene- 
rally, and I think he seemed disposed a 
few days ago to give some consideration 
to it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The work 
immediately before us is the Tithes Bill of 
my right hon. friend the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland, and the Agricultural Holdings 
Bill, the consideration of which was 
commenced last night. As regards the 
Indian Budget, my right hon. friend is 
perfectly correct in saying that I am 
anxious to advance the ordinary date upon 
which the Indian Budget is taken. That, 
as the House is aware, is just before the 
Third Reading of the Appropriation Biil, 
which, during this Parliament, has come 
on in the second week in August. I hope 
to considerably advance that date, but I 
am not yet in a position to say exactly 
what day it will be convenient for the 
House to allocate to that purpose. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


What will be the business to-morrow ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Tithes Bill 


will be put down again for to-morrow. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures:—Mr. Kemp; and_ had 
appointed in substitution: Mr. Charles 
M‘Arthur. 

Mr. Hatsey further reported from 
the Committee, That they had added to 
the Standing Committee on Trade (in- 
cluding Agriculture and _ Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures, the following 
fifteen Members in respect of the Money- 
lending Bill [Lords}:— Sir William 
Anson, Mr. Thomas Bayley, Mr. Birrell, 
Mr. Butcher, Mr. Sydney Gedge, Mr. 
Vicary Gibbs, Mr. Hazell, Mr. Lyttelton, 
Mr. Maddison, Mr. Marks, Mr. Mur- | 
naghan, Major Rasch, Mr. Steadman, 
Mr. Lawson Walton, and Mr. Warr. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Colonial | 
Solicitors Bill, without amendment. 
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That they have agreed to—Coal Mines 


| (Prohibition of Child Labour Under- 


ground) Bill, changed to Mines (Pro- 
hibition of Child Labour Underground) 
Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
* An Act to check Corruption.” Preven- 
tion of Corruption Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
amend the Volunteer Act, 1863.” Volun- 
teers Bill [lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
amend the Military Lands Act, 1892.” 
Military Lands Bill [Lords]. 

Queen Anne’s Bounty Board.—That 
they have appointed a Committee consist- 
ing of Five Lords to join with a Committee 
of the Commons (pursuant to Message of 
this House) to consider the constitution 
of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, and to 
report whether economy and efficiency of 
administration would be promoted by any 
change in its constitution or by its amal- 
gamation with any other body. 

VETERINARY SURGEONS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 

on Law, ete., without amendment. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No 250.] 

Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
250.] 

Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow, 


OUTBREAK— 
LEGATION 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN 
POSITION OF BRITISH 
AT PEKING. 

[MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. ] 


Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN (Mer- 
thyr Tydvil) rose in his place, and asked 
leave to move the Adjournment of the 
House for the purpose of discussing a 
definite matter of urgent public import- 
ance—namely, “the present position of 
the British Legation at Peking, and the 
necessity of taking immediate and definite 
steps in the matter”; but the pleasure of 


| the House not having been signified, Mr. 
| SPEAKER called on those Members who 
| supported the motion to rise in their 


places, and not less than forty Members 
having accordingly risen :— 


Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN: I am 


_ sure the whole of the House will regret 
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to hear from the right hon. Gentleman 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
that the gravest possible fear exists 
with regard to the safety of British 
residents in Peking, and especially with 
regard to the Legation. I am not alto- 
gether without hope that there is a proba- 
bility that the Peking Legation can hold 
out until some relief comes, but in the 
meantime we are face to face with this 
very grave difficulty: We do not know 
who is the ruling power in China to-day ; 
we do not know whether it is the 
Dowager Empress, or whether she has 
been removed; and we do not know 
whether it is Prince Tuan or his son. 
That being so, and there being such a 
terrible state of confusion, I think that 
Her Majesty’s Government ought to con- 
sider the advisability of taking scme step, 
in conjunction with other Powers, to con- 
sider the question of creating a Regency 
in China. With Peking, at the present 
moment, it is impossible to hold any 
communication, and even if it were possi- 
ble, matters are in such adisturbed condi- | 
tion that it would be impracticable to 
arrive at any solution of this very grave 
difficulty. I would like the House to 
follow me in one or two observations 
with regard to these disturbances. They 
exist only in one part of China—that is 
in the extreme north in the provinces of 
Shantung and Chihli. There are various 
causes given for these disturbances, and 
causes which perhaps it would not be well | 
to remind the House or the country of at 
the present moment. But the Chinese | 
have had some causes of complaint, not 
least among them being the demands of , 
the various foreign Powers for concessions | 
of railways throughout their Empire, and | 
not only for concessions for railways, but 
insisting upon the Chinese Government | 
undertaking to pay interest on the capital 
which was required for the building of 
these railways. That was one of the 
causes, perhaps, which led to these, 
disturbances. I am not defending the 
Chinese in any way, but do not let the 
House misunderstand me. I want the | 
House to understand that the dis- 
turbances have arisen in those parti-| 
cular districts where these concessions | 
have been insisted upon from the | 
Chinese. It is impossible, probably, to 
change the form of Government or the 
Constitution of China. The status quo 
should, perhaps, in the opinion of those 
best able to judge, be maintained. But, 


{3 Juty 1900} 


Foreign Outbreak. 418 


in the meantime, we have this danger—a 
danger to the lives of British subjects at 
Peking, and also a danger to the lives of 
all foreigners, which, of course, their re- 
spective Governments will prvbably also 
consider. Ido not think it is generally 
known to the House or to the country 
that there is a provisional Government 
already appointed in China. That provi- 
sional Government consists of Li Hung 
Chang (who is at the head of it), Chang 
Tsi Tung, Lien Quan Yih, Yuen Chih Kai, 
and Yu Lien Chan. I think Her Majesty’s 
Government is aware officially of the 
existence of this provisional Government, 
and these Gentlemen are Viceroys of the 
most important provinces in China. But 
these provinces are situated at great dis- 
tances from each other, and it is utterly 
and absolutely impossible for them to 
enter into communication with each other 
daily or hourly, as the importance of the 
subject would necessitate. 1 would sug- 
gest—and I am not doing this for the 
purpose of embarrassing Her Majesty’s 
Government—that a Regent should be 
appointed. I suggest that you should 
have one man with whom you can 
deal in China, and the experience of 
all those who know Chinese affairs 
points unmistakably to one man 


_as the strongest man in China, who 


is head and shoulders above everybody 
else, and who some thirty years ago was 
considered the most eligible man to 
occupy the throne of China. He is the 
man whom General Gordon picked out 
for the throne, and Gordon would have 
put him upon that throne if one of the 
Powers had not found out what Gordon 
was going to do, and the result was that 
Gordon was recalled upon the particular 
day he was going to doit. That man is 
Li Hung Chang. He is the most promi- 
nent statesman in China. He has more 


| influence there to-day, for his mere name 


strikes terror into the heart of every 
Chinaman, and I say that in this extreme 
emergency, having regard to the fact that 
you do not know who is on the throne 
to-day, that Her Majesty’s Ministers do 
not know to-day who is the Emperor or 
who is the Empress of China, it is the 
duty of the Government to consider 
the question of creating a Regency 
and communicating with other Powers 
to find someone in China who 
can be dealt with at this critical 
moment, and who may even now save the 
lives of British subjects and others in 
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Peking. From the year 1860 up to the | 


Japanese war Li Hung Chang was looked 
upon as the heir apparent to the throne. 
I hope that the Government will not fora 
moment consider that I am making this 
suggestion in order to embarrass them, for 
I am only doing it in order that it may be 
made knownto the other Powers that there 
is a possibility of a, the lives of the 
foreigners who are in Peking, and I do 
not hesitate to say that Li Hung Chang 
would do it. It is not only my opinion, 
but also the opinion of the highest 
Chinese authorities, that Li Hung Chang 
is the man who can probably put an end 
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the hon. Gentleman who has just spoken 
could possibly be given effect to there 
would be no foreigners in Peking to be 
relieved. From all I gathered during m 

visit to the districts where the rebellion 


now is, a few months ago, and from my 


| somewhat extensive journeys throughout 


China, I believe it is a fact that the great 


bulk of the inhabitants throughout that, 
country have no sympathy with the pre- 


to these disturbances, and I would beg | 


and pray of Her Majesty’s Government 
and the other Powers in Europe and 
America to consider the question of creat- 
ing this Regency at this critical moment, 
and later on consider the question of whom 
you are going to put on the throne. 


It is necessary that changes should be. 


made in order that peace and prosperity 
may attend that mighty Empire. 

appeal to the House, having regard to 
our being in ignorance as to whether 
there is at present any head of the 
Government, to consider whether one 
should not be created. I believe that if 
Li Hung Chang were to go north 
there would be a rising of the Cantonese 
and Southern Chinese against the 
Manchu dynasty. Leave him where he 
is for the present; terms can be made, 
and then Li Hung Chang can proceed to 
Peking, accompanied by troops if neces- 
sary. Iam certain that this is the only 
possible means of restoring order. I beg 
to move that this House do now adjourn. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I beg to second the 
motion as a matter of form, because, 
though there has not been a stronger 
critic in this House of the policy pursued 
by Her Majesty Government in relation 
to affairs in China than I have been, yet 
I am bound to say that I believe in the 
present crisis they have done all in their 
power to protect the lives and property 
of British subjects in China. I have the 
honour of personally knowing Admiral 
Seymour, and | feel certain that all that 
courage, determination, and ability could 
do was done by him and the 2,000 troops 
under him when they attempted to reach 
Peking to relieve the foreigners there. 
My opinion is that long before any such 
an arrangement as that foreshadowed by 


Mr. Pritchard Morgan. 


sent rising. I believe that the great hope 
of staying the rising and preserving the 
integrity of the country lies in intimating 
distinctly—in concert with Japan, the 
United States, Germany, and any other 
Power interested in China that would 
join in the intimation—to the great Vice- 
roys of Nankin and Wuchang that they 
can rely on no attempt being made by 
any of the Powers to seize territory in. 
that great heart of China—the Yang-tsze 
region—and that the Powers will co-ope- 
rate with the Viceroys in the interests of 
order. With regard to the suggestion of 
the hon. Gentleman that Li Hung Chang 
should be made Regent of the great 
Chinese Empire, my own feeling is that 


it would be much wiser on the part of 


Her Majesty’s Government to intimate to. 
Li Hung Chang that they would hold 
him responsible in purse and person for 
any outrages committed on foreigners in 
the districts under his governorship. I 
hope the Under Secretary for Foreign 


_ Affairs will be able to give us some informa- 


' relieve Peking is true. 


tion that will show that the opinion I have 
expressed that Her Majesty’s Government 
are doing all that is humanly possible to. 
I certainly do not. 


think that this is an opportune moment 


to raise any further question than that 
which has been declared to be of urgent 
and definite public importance—namely,. 
what has been done and is being done to 
reach Peking with an expeditionary force 


|in time to save the lives of the foreigners 


there. I must say, knowing as I do. 
personally many of those now cooped up 
in Peking surrounded by those hordes of 
Chinese, that one’s heart goes out to them 
and is sad when one thinks that 


,even at the present moment, while we 


are discussing this question here, it is, 
seriously possible that there may be none 
of them alive for relief to be taken to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Mr. Pritchard Morgan.) 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): | 


It is a matter of concern, in view of the 
most serious, sudden, and unexpected 
events that have occurred, that notice 
should be taken of them in this House, 
even by way of moving the adjournment | 
—always an unsatisfactory method. The 
events which have occurred are un- 
doubtedly not only of a most unexpected 
character, but are of the greatest possible | 
importance and fraught with the greatest 
issues—issues which concern not only the 
relations of the Powers to China but 


the relation of the Powers towards 
each other, which is, perhaps, the | 
gravest and most serious difficulty 


that may arise out of this rising 
in China. But we must also not forget 
that on these events and the turn they 
may take will depend also the future of 
so large a portion of the earth’s popula- 
tion as one-third. I agree with the hon. 
Gentleman opposite that this is not a 
popular rising in China in the sense of 
being a rising of the whole people. It is 
asmall provoked rising, but none the less 
serious for that. I believe Her Majesty’s 
Government are once more at the parting 
of the ways, as they were when they were 
called upon to remove Her Majesty’s 
ships from Port Arthur. There are two 
courses to be initiated at the Foreign 
Office, and upon the wise choice between 
these courses will depend, I believe, the 
future of China and the whole future of 
British prospects in the East. I think 
there can be no doubt that the Imperial 
Government at Peking as we knew it a 
fortnight ago has disappeared. It no 
longer exists, and in its place there is 
chaos, accompanied, as the hon. Member 
opposite said, with the most awful danger 
to Europeans in Peking. I am convinced I 
am not exaggerating the situation when 
I say that chaos reigns in the Chinese 
capital, and that there is no form of 
Government to appeal to. The only 
question that I think we ought to con- | 
sider now is, the Chinese Government 
we have known having disappeared, what 
is to be done to carry on our relations 
with China, to secure law and order 
and the observance of treaties. I 
cannot for a moment agree with the 
hon. Gentleman opposite that England 
ought, in company with other Powers, 
to intervene with the Government 
of China 
I care not whether he be Li Hung Chang 
or anyone else. 
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by nominating a Viceroy, | 


Not only have we no) 
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right to impose a Viceroy on China, but I 
will undertake to say that we have no 
power to do it. I therefore entirely 
repudiate the suggestion made to that 
effect, but I repudiate still more strongly 
the suggestion that Li Hung Chang 
should be held personally responsible for 
events over which he has no control and. 
which he could not have prevented. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : My remarks: 
referred only to the districts under the- 
control of Li Hung Chang. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: No such 
occurrences have taken place in those: 
districts, nor are any expected, and I am. 
sorry, therefore, that the hon. Gentleman 
should have made such a strong sugges- 
tion on a mere possible contingency which 
I believe will not arise. I need not. 
recall to the House that China consists of 
eighteen provinces governed by nine 
Viceroys and nine Governors, who have: 
always been the real Governors of China. 
The Imperial Government of China is a. 
shadowy something not after our idea of 
government. There is no central Govern- 
ment for taxation, and the government 
of the country is carried on by the 
Viceroys. I have information which I 
believe to be absolutely true, and which 


‘comes from a very serious and well- 


informed source, to the effect that of the 
nine Viceroys six have already met 
together and have practically formed a 
provisional Government. These Viceroys. 
are the Governors of the central and. 
southern provinces. 


Mr. PRITCHARD MORGAN : They 


have never met together yet. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I do not 
know how late the hon. Gentlemen’s. 
information may be—whether it is in- 
formation he brought from China or in- 
formation he received since his return, but 
my information is that there has been 
common action between the six Viceroys 
I have indicated. It is possible they may 
not have all met, but by inter-communica- 


tion they have achieved this result. They 


have practically formed a provisional. 
Government, which at this moment 
exists, and they are prepared and are in a. 
position to guarantee good:order and the 
safety of foreigners in their own provinces, 
and are also prepared to guarantee the: 
execution of treaties with foreign Powers.. 
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They are, in other words, a de fucto Govern- 
ment, with powers much more real than 
were ever exercised by the Imperial 


Court, and they are ready to undertake | 


‘the government of the country. Thatis 
amore natural arrangement than one 
Viceroy or one Regent, and they look for 
—and for my part I trust they will obtain 
—the support of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. We have lost one Government, 
but we have gotanother. I am not sure 
whether it will last, but there itis for the 
moment, and it is for the moment that 
we want some controlling power 
able to take charge of an abandoned 
Empire. Assuming that my information 
is correct—and I am pretty certain that it 
is—this Government does exist. It is 
not a Government de jure but it is a 
Government de facto. It has been the 
tradition of England to recognise de facto 
Governments, and [ hope this tradition 
will be carried out in connection with 
China. That tradition always seems to 
me practical and useful, and should be 
ypursued by Her Majesty’s Government. 
We do not know what awful vistas of 
‘war, confusion, and trouble may be opened 
up in these Eastern parts. We do not 
know on what conditions the Powers are 
going to intervene. 
Regent, or any other new form of Govern- 
ment? Iam most profoundly convinced 


that if Her Majesty’s Government attempt | 


to invent a form of government for the 
Chinese and impese it upon them, they 
will undoubtedly meet with a most 
ignominious failure. 


‘times has China absorbed the invader, 
and the invader has become a Chinaman. 
Do not let us make the attempt. 
{Laughter.] I am sorry that on this 
grave emergency hon. Members should 
laugh. Do not let us attempt, in our 


‘position, to invent and to impose any new | 
Chinese. 

Her Majesty’s Government should at | 
‘once recognise the de facto Government , 


form of Government on the 


and give them such support as to carry 
with them, at any rate, the central and 


southern provinces over which the Vice- | 


roys hold sway, in the terrible emergency 
‘with which they are confronted. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I only 


desire to ask one question of the Under | 
‘Secretary for Foreign Affairs on the sub- | 


jject before the House. Is it the fact, or 
iis there any foundation for the statement, 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 


Are they to elect a | 


Twenty-one times | 
has China been invaded, and twenty-one 
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that the American Admiral in Chinese 
waters objected to the policy of the other 
Powers in attacking the Ta-ku forts, and 
pointed out that an attack on those forts 
was calculated to force the regular 
Chinese army into alliance with the 
“Boxers”? And also, if that report be 
true, what is the present relation existing 
between the American forces and those of 
Great Britain, and whether the Americans 
are co-operating with the other Powers in 
the other steps proposed to be taken, or 
if America has declared a policy of its 
own in China 


*Sir E. ASAHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): The hon. Gentle 
man the Member for King’s Lynn has 
furnished the House with a very impor- 
tant statement in regard to the action of 
the Viceroys of the southern and central 
provinces of China ; but I fear that these 
Viceroys will not be able to secure the 
restoration of order in the north. There 
are two great questions which we 
have now to consider. The first is the 
immediate question of the safety of the 
British Minister, and the other British 
and foreign residents in Peking. The 
other is the future settlement of the 
Chinese problem. I will only say one 
word in regard to the first, which is the 
cause of the very gravest anxiety. I wish 
to know why the Government have not 
‘invited three weeks ago, when they first 
knew the gravity of the situation, the 
only Power which is able to relieve the 
Legations in Peking, and possibly the only 
Power which is able to put an end to 
these disturbances in China—I refer to 
the Empire of Japan—to take action. 
There is not the slightest doubt that the 
Japanese have sufficient troops to march 
to Peking and put down any Chinese 
force which they may encounter between 
the sea and the capital of China. They 
have mobilised an army of 50,000 of the 
best disciplined troops in the East, and 
these could do all that is required. If Her 
| Majesty’s Government have allowed them- 
selves to be pushed away from asking 
Japan to do what Japan alone is able to 
do efficiently and quickly, by the opposi- 
| tion of any European Power jealous of 
Japan, then they have incurred a great 
| responsibility. I du not believe in this 
chimera of a European concert. I have 
|never believed in it. I have watched 
this farce for years. I have seen its utter 
| effeteness in Turkey, and I do not believe 
{ 
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it will be any more successful, in the long | be encouraged for the cause of civili- 
run, in China. What this country wants | sation. We have heard a great deal of 
in China is a clear and definite policy | the good policy of the young Emperor. 
resolutely carried out—a British policy | We do not know whether he is living or 
supported by all the support which Great | not, but we might do something to en- 
Britain can obtain. I see no other way of courage him. And if we go to Peking, 
relieving the Legations except by animme- | and if the Dowager Empress is willing to 
diate appeal to Japan. Whether Russia or | be the centre of reform, we might induce 
France agrees or not, England and the | or even compel her to a beneficent policy. 
other Powers should insist on urging But the most fatal policy which we could 
Japan to interfere. That is what we owe | adopt—a policy which has been openly 
to our Minister, to our fellow subjects, | avowed in some quarters of late—is that 
and to the Christian inhabitants in the} of the disintegration of China. That 
north of China. I now go to the greater , would be a fatal policy, would do us no 
question, that of the future. What is to| good, and would alienate Japan, the 
be our policy towards China? Well, lam, United States, and probably Germany, 
afraid that neither of the two Front and would unite the whole of China 
Benches have much ground for attacking | against this country. The suggestion 
each other upon their policy towards| that we should have a sphere of in- 
China. On that side I see right hon. | fluence in the Yang-tsze valley—— 
Gentlemen who seven years ago, in 1893, | 

allowed the greatest chance ever offered, *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
for settling the Russian menace against hon. Member is not complying with my 
China—— ruling. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The *Str E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
hon. Member will not be in order in dis- | again apologise. While I do not, Mr. 
cussing the general policy of this country | Speaker, dispute your ruling, I am 
towards China. The motion before the| sure I have the sympathy of many 
House only allows him to discuss the; hon. Gentlemen, who rarely have an 
present position of,the Legation in Peking. | opportunity of discussing this kind 
of question—an opportunity, however, | 
*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I! which we have a right to exercise. 
was unfortunate in not kearing the words | Therefore, if on occasion when the great 
of the motion. I understood the hon. | question of China is raised in a modest 
Gentlemen who preceded me had been | form, I think that even you, Sir, will 
permitted to refer to the future arrange-| allow me your sympathy at being 
ments in China. I was going to say that | restricted in my remarks by the rules of 
the loss of the opportunity of settling the the House. The question before us, then, 
Chinese question in 1893, and a similar is the safety of the Legations and the 
blunder in 1898, when our ships were restoration of order in China. The more 
driven out of Port Arthur, is to be this question is looked at the more it wil! 
deeply regretted. But I will say no_ be seen that the means I have suggested— 
more about those lost opportunities. In namely, the intervention of Japan—is the 
regard to the saving of the Legations only way of securing it. I know that the 
and the strengthening of the Govern- Government think a great deal of the 
ment of China—-questions of the greatest | Concert of Europe in this matter. But 
importance—the hon. Gentleman who | the Concert of Europe is a will-o’-the-wisp. 
moved the motion distinctly referred The European forces may have fought 
to the establishment of some kind of together, but they are only small in 
fresh Government in China, which number; and the most difficult questions 
should prevent the recurrence of these will arise later. We know that there is 
fatal disturbances and these attacks the greatest jealousy on the part of 
on foreign Ministers and foreign sub- Russia of any interference by Japan. 


| 
| 
| 
| 















jects. I believe that under a kind of But Russia itself is unable to send a 
tutelage by Great Britain, Japan, Ger- sufficient force for the relief of the Lega- 
many, and the United States, a Govern- | tions. We hear a good deal of the great 
ment might be set up in China which the armies Russia has in North-eastern Asia. 
Chinese themselves would allow to be a I doubt whether Russia has in all 80,000 
tational Government, and which might troops there; and it is very doubtful 
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whether she could send 20,000 for the 
relief of Peking, or even half that number. 
On the other hand, Japan could im- 


{COMMONS} 
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Government to secure at the present 
moment. But the hon. Member who 


'moved the adjournment made one prac- 


mediately put 50,000 or 60,000 troops, | 
with artillery, transport, and everything | 


complete, in the field. I venture to say 
that the result of that operation on the 
part of Japan would not only be the 
relief of the Legations in Peking, but 
would place in Peking a Power upon 
whose thorough friendship and fairness 
this country could rely. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
BropRick, Surrey, Guildford): The hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down has 
alluded to the difficulty private Members 
are in of bringing on questions of this 
character. I make no complaint of any 
advantage which may be taken of the 
rules of the House in order to elicit in- 
formation with regard to China at this 
particular juncture. No one is better 
aware than I am of the grave anxiety 
which exists throughout the country at 
the present time as to the safety of the 
Legations, and also as to the preparations 
that Her Majesty’s Government may 
have madé. So far as it has been possible 
we have made no concealment from the 
House of Commons. We have from day 
to day given, as fully as we possibly 
sould, the unfortunately very scant infor- 
mation which has reached us ; but I very 


much doubt whether any good can be | 


‘possible alternatives; but I 


tical suggestion. I wes a little surprised 
when he went back to the causes of this 
outbreak—I think that at this moment. 
no discussion of those causes would throw 
very much light on the procedure wh'ch 
it is now desirable to adopt—and attri- 
buted it to the efforts of the concession- 
naires and the pressure they wished should 
be brought to bear on the Chinese 
Government, seeing that there is no 
Member in the House who has invoked 
the good offices of the Foreign Office 
more frequently than the hon. Gentleman 
himself. But, speaking with a consider- 
able experience of China, he urges us to 
consider the propriety of conferring on 
Li Hung Chang some special authority to 
act on behalf of the Powers in the pre- 
servation of order. I think it may be 
| the duty of Her Majesty’s Government 
to consider that among many other 
certainly 
think it would not be our duty to pro- 
nounce any verdict on the feasibility of 


it, seeing that nearly every consideration 


gained at this particular moment by an | 


attempt to draw the Government into 


any discussion of policy with regard to | 


the position in China. At the very 
moment when military operations are 


going on it is usually considered injudi- | 


to forecast what may be the 
At the best of moments 


cious 
next step. 


as to the probable effect of it is at present 
hidden from us. My hon. friend has, in 
some respects, impeached the Govern- 
ment. His fear is that we have not taken. 
sufficiently vigorous measures towards 
obtaining the support of the only Power 
which is, at this moment, capable of 
coming up in large numbers for the relief 
of the Legations. The question. of calling 
in any particular Power is of itself a diffi- 
cult one. The Government have, from 
the very first, from the 6th of June, when 
they gave full power to Sir Claude 
MacDonald and to AdmiralSeymour to act 
according to their discretion for the relief 


| and preservation of the Legations, com- 
| oD 


vhe Government of China, or the posi- | 


tion of affairs in China, or its Con- 
stitution, is not an exact science. 
At the present moment we are in a maze 
of uncertainties with regard to the posi- 
tion at Peking, and any forecast we 


municated to other Powers consistently 
their desire that as full a force as was 
desired by the officers on the spot should 
without any delay be 
bear. The hon. Member for East 
| Mayo asked me whether the American 


may make as to the future must be based | Admiral had dissented from the other 
very much on information which must | Powers in regard to the attack on the 


render it altogether unreliable. 


I doubt, | Ta-ku forts. 


We have no reason to sup- 


therefore, whether it would be well for | pose that there was any division of 


me to follow my hon. friend into some of | opinion between the Admirals on that: 
the suggestions he has made, more espe- | point. 


Our information goes to show 


cially as those suggestions are not alto-| that the attack on the Ta-ku forts was 


gether calculated to preserve that full | not begun by the ships. 


The forts were 


concert and accord of the Powers which | being rapidly manned by soldiers, and 


it is the great desire of Her Majesty’s| their position would have made the: 


Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett. 
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position of the ships untenable, and, as 
a matter of fact, fire was opened by 
the forts on the allied fleet. So far as we 
are aware, the Americans, who had landed 
men alr eady, and were proceeding to the 
relief of Peking with Admiral Seymour's 
force, took the same part as the other 
ships of the squadrons in resisting the 
forts. 


Mr. DILLON : Was not the fire opened | 
upon the fleet only in reply to the ulti-| 
matum of the Powers that if the troops | 
were not removed they would attack the 
forts in the morning ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: There is no doubt | 
the Admirals originally made some com- | 
munication to the forts ; 
are aware, they acted entirely in concert. 
I believe the American Government are 
averse, as a rule, from entering into tech- 
nical and diplomatic joint action ; but they | 
are acting in co-operation, exactly i in the | 
same way as the other Powers, with our- 
selves, 
Majesty’s Government had notcalled inthe | 
Japanese, and why they had not taken | 
advantage of the proximity of Japan to 
urge them to throw in an overw helming | 
force at once for the relief of Peking. 
Her Majesty’s Government have been in 
communication with all the Powers, in- 
cluding the Japanese Government. Their | 
view has been throughout to give en-| 
couragement to any Power for the prompt 
despatch of any body of troops which | 
they could send to meet the existing | 
emergency at Peking. 
fectly clear to the Japanese Government 
that we hoped that they, having it in| 
their power, owing to their proximity, 
and the circumstances which enable them | 
to throw in a large force within a com- 
paratively small number of days, would 
see their way to supplement considerably | 
the contingent they had already landed. 
That communication was made to them 
some time ago. 


*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : Has 
any Power objected to that ? 


aye by other Powers to discourage | 
the Japanese Government from under- | 
tiking this work. My hon. friend has | 
probably considered to some extent the 
military character of the problem. He | 


{3 Juty 1900} 


but, so far as we | 


‘My hon. friend asked why Her | 


We made it per- | 
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will recollect that, while it is one thing 
to put troops on board ship, it is another 
to provide them with the commissariat 
and transport necessary for marching 
more than 100 miles through a hostile 
country. I need not remind the House . 
that the circumstances in China at this 
moment may render it extremely difficult 
for a relief force to penetrate to the 
capital within a reasonable time. The 
period of rain has begun, the roads are 
| practically impassable owing to the rains, 
and the railway has been ‘rendered use- 
less for the greater part of the -vay. 
| Therefore the problem is not merely one 
of bringing a sufficient number of troops 
on the scene, but of providing them with 
|all the details and the equipment neces- 
sary to convey a large army through a 
| difficult country in the face of the enemy. 
Therefore I will ask my hon. friend to 
/remember that the problem which we 
have to face, and have been facing for 
the last three weeks, is not so easy or so 
simple as, I think, he seems to imagine. 
I should like in a few words to explain to: 
the House what has been done by Her 
| Majesty’s Government from the first in 
‘this matter. Practically the first warn- 
ing of a serious crisis having arisen was 
| on 20th May, when there was a meeting 
of the Corps Diplomatique, at which they 
decided that, unless the Chinese Govern- 
ment showed more vigour in bringing the 
existing state of disorder in Shan- tung 
‘and about 90 miles from Peking to a 
close, it would be necessary to send for: 
guards. Those guards were provided on 
28th May. On 6th June full discretion 
was given to the Admiral and Sir Claude 
MacDonald ; and on the 9th the admiral 
/marched. Before that had taken place 
| the Admiral had already anticipated pos- 
| sible difficulties by calling up seven ships 
to Ta-ku. Her Majesty’s Government 
have since then made the following pro- 
vision to meet the difficuluy which has 
arisen: In the first place they called up. 


nearly 1,000 troops from Hong Kong, 
/and ordered them to be immediately re- 
| placed by 1,000 from India. These troops 
| have been landed, and there are now 
‘nearly 2,000 men on shore, making with 
*Mr. BRODRICK: We have no reason | 
to think that any influence has been | 


the contingents of other powers about 
13,500. They have with them, I think, 
fifty-three field guns and_ thirty-six 
maxims. We have at this moment nine 
ships at Ta-ku, and twenty-five other 
ships on the China station. In addition 
| to that other ships have been brought up 


Q 2 
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from Manila and Singapore. The 
“Goliath” battleship, the “Dido,” and 
“Tsis,” first-class cruisers, have all passed 
Aden on their way to China ; the “Argo- 
naut,” first-class cruiser, has sailed from 
home; three ships have been ordered 
from Australia; two destroyers have 
been put in commission at Hong Kong ; 
two further gun-vessels are being 
commissioned and will sail in a 
day or two; the second-class cruiser 
“Prospero” has been ordered to 
Han-kau and will be there in a very 
few days ; the transport “Jelunga” has 
started from Southampton with 800 sea- 
men and marines, and arrangements have 
been made to utilise her as a hospital ship 
if necessary. No doubt that is a force, 
so far as naval power goes, and so far as 
the object of protecting isolated treaty 
ports where foreigners are resident is 
concerned, that ought to enable us very 
shortly indeed to carry out any work 
that may be required of us in that 
respect. Beyond that the Government 
have put under orders 10,000 men from 
India, and the Indian Government, acting 
with their proverbial promptitude, have 
already succeeded in despatching four or 
five transports. Some of those troops 
will be at Hong Kong early next week. 
Therefore, so far as meeting the emer- 
gency with all the means in our power is 
concerned, I think the House will agree 
with the hon. Member for Barnsley that 
there has been no remissness on the part 
of Her Majesty’s Government. But my 
hon. friend the Member for King’s Lynn 
asked us to take a definite step in regard 
to our relations with the Viceroys on 
the Yang-tsze. He asked us to commit 
ourselves to them—to establish them, as 
it were, as the Government of China for 


the time being—and to give them any | 


support they may stand in need of. The 
latter part of my hon. friend’s request 
has already been done. We can- 
not at this moment decide what is 
the Government of China, or what 
persons may be trusted in regard 
to the Government of China, but 
before Sir Claude MacDonald was isolated 
in Peking he received instructions from 
Her Majesty’s Government to do all in 
his power to place as full a force as the 
Admiral could supply him with in support 
of any Chinese authority in restoring law 
and order. The announcement made to 
Sir Claude MacDonald has also been made 
to the Viceroys of the Yang-tsze and the 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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| south. They have been informed that so 
long as they use their efforts for preserva- 
tion cf law and order Her Majesty’s ships 
and Her Majesty’s forces will, to the full 
extent which the officers in command con- 
sider possible, co-operate with them and 
use their power in that respect. It is im- 
possible for us by any measures which we 
may now tzke short of the progress of the 
expedition which we still hope the 
Admirals may find it possible to under- 
take—it is impossible for us to do more 
than that towards the preservation of the 
lives of those who are isolated at different 
spots in China, and more especially at the 
Peking Legations. We cannot go further. 
The safety of the Legations and the pre- 
servation of order are the only points to 
which we can at this moment direct our 
attention. All other questions of policy, 
all the questions of the future government 
of China, must necessarily stand aside 
until we see what may be the result of 
the next few days or weeks. We may, 
of course, be on the eve of the com- 
plete disintegration of China from 
within. I am not speaking of any 
action by the Powers from without. 
We may have to face the problem of 
400 millions of people either in civil war 
or, at all events, not obeying the central 
authority at Peking ; but all those points 
must wait. We can at this moment do 
but one thing, and that is to direct all 
our energies to meeting the present emer- 
gencies to the best of our ability ; and I 
believe, notwithstanding what has fallen 
from my hon. friend the Member for the 
Ecclesall Division, the House of Commons 
willagree with the Government in thinking 
that to meet those emergencies as they 
have arisen the first and most cardinal 
and most important point is that there 
should be the most complete accord 
between all the Powers. Our labours for 
the past few weeks have been unremit- 
tingly directed towards that end. Up to 
this moment there has been complete 
accord between the Powers as to the 
steps to be taken. We believe that the 
united forces belonging to six different 
nations have co-operated in the most loyal 
manner in each other’s support. We 
believe that the officers in command of 
them have with the forces at their dis- 
posal done the very best they can to 
carry through a difficult and an almost 
impossible task. Beyond that I hope 
that the House will not expect me to go 
this afternoon. I only hope that the 
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House will continue to have confidence in 
the Government. We will spare no effort 
and will strain every nerve in order to 
secure the relief of the Legations and 
also to prevent the trouble which has 
arisen in the north of China from spread- 
ing to the other provinces. 


Sirk EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) : China has been so much 
in our thoughts in the last few days that 
it is not unnatural that this debate should 
have arisen ; but, although I feel it is 
not unnatural, it does seem to me that 
the present time is a peculiarly incon- 
veuient one for speaking on the subject. 
I sympathise entirely with the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite in his reluctance to 
enter into details on any question of 
policy at the present moment. Her 
Majesty’s Government have always told 
us that, so far as they are concerned, there 
will be no heart-burning, no jealousy, 
no reluctance to see any one of the 
Powers which is most capable of forward- 
ing the work of rescue at Peking under- 
take a large share of responsibility. That 
is the utmost they can say, and it is the 
one thing needful to be said at the present 
moment. And I am sure, in the face of 
the news which has come to-day, all 
civilised Powers must feel that it would 
be a discredit te any one of them to adopt 
any other attitude. A few days ago our 
anxieties were concentrated upon the 
sufferings and the uncertainty of the fate 
of Admiral Seymour’s force. 
sympathy has been aroused by the news 
of the blow which has fallen on Germany, 
and that news has quickened and _pain- 
fully heightened our anxiety as to 
what may be the fate of our own Minister 
and others in Peking from whom we have 
no news. In face of that, we surely must 
feel that the one thing urgent is the work 
of rescue. That cannot be otherwise than 
impeded if there be any difference amongst 
the Powers. The one thing for the 
moment is that they should all be united 
in forwarding that work ; and it is be- 
cause I feel that the discussion of any 
further question of policy might possibly, 
by raising afterthoughts in the minds of 
others, impair their agreement and con- 
centration upon the work of the moment, 
that I think this is a time at which to say 
as little as possible. After the work of 
rescue is over, which mercifully we hope 
may still be done in time, there will come 
the question of reparation ; and I will only 
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say that I hope the Powers will be able, 
when the question of reparation does arise, 
to so adjust their measures that the burden 
may fall upon the guilty parties who are 
really responsible. When we come to the 
further question which may arise in the 
future I would only say this much—that, 
although, of course, we expect Her 
Majesty’s Government, considering our 
great interest in China, to be more than 
a lay figure in the concert, yet we are 
anxious that they shall do everything in 
their power to preserve that concert be- 
yond the need of the present moment. 
And when they do exercise their influence 
in the concert I trust it will be in the 
direction of doing all in their power to. 
avert anything like the partition of China, 
which, if it were the outcome of present 
disasters, would I am sure be a calamity 
to every one interested. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


NEW BILL. 


WILD BIRDS PROTECTION. 

Bill to consolidate and amend the Law 
relating to the protection of Wild Birds, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Big- 
wood, Mr. Howard, Mr. Buxton, and Sir 
John William Maclure. 


WILD BIRDS PROTECTION BILL. 

“To consolidate and amend the Law 
relating to the Protection of Wild Birds.” 
presented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 


281.] 


QUEEN ANNE'S BOUNTY JOINT 
COMMITTEE. 

Ordered, That Sir William Anson, Mr. 
Humphreys-Owen, Mr. W. F. D. Smith, 
Mr. Stevenson, and Mr. Stuart-Wortley 
be members of the Joint Committee on 
Queen Anne’s Bounty —(Sir William 
Walrond.) 





TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


Order for Committee read. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is upon the 
Paper an Instruction in the name of the 
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hon. Member for East Mayo.* The rule } 
as to Instructions for dividing a Bill into 
two Bills is that the Bill must either be 
one which is in two parts itself, or which 
relates to two separate and distinct sub- 
ject-matters, so that it may naturally and 
easily be divided into two Bills. It 
appears to me that this Bill is a Bill for 
giving relief or concessions to the tithe- 
payers in Ireland, and although the first 
section proposes to give a special relief to 
a special class of tithe-payers, this does not 
constitute such a creation of two distinct 
matters as to facilitate a division into 
separate Bills. Therefore I am of opinion 
that the Instruction is out of order ; but 
I may point out that the same result may 
be obtained by striking out the first clause 
and amending the definition clause by 
amendments in Committee. 


bill considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. } 


Clause 1 :— 





Amendment proposed 

“In page 1, line 9, after ‘rent-charge ’ to 
insert ‘and the land has not been, since the 
date of such order, conveyed to any person on 
a sale thereof.’”—(Mr. 7. M. Healy.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR IRELAND (Mr. G. W. BALrovr, 
Leeds, Central), who was _ indistinctly 
heard, said this question did not appear 
to be quite so simple as the hon. and 
learned Gentleman apparently thought. 
There might be some justification for the 
Amendment on the giound that persons 
who had purchased an estate since 1872 
upon which tithes were payable knew 
the exact position, and that any repay- 
ment or annuity payable out of the 
estate would have to be paid ; but, on the 
other hand, hon. Members must remember 
the person who suffered the hardship 
was the vendor of the estate. He did 
not think it was possible to admit the 
principle of the hon. Gentleman’s Amend- 
ment as regards estates sold between 


_ SS 





* The notice was as follows :—‘“ That it be 
an instruction to the Committee to divide the 
Bill into two Bills, one dealing with the case | 
of lay impropriate tithe-payers and the other 
with the case of ecclesiastical tithe-payers.” 


Mr. Speaker. | 
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1872 and 1896, but he was prepared to 
consider the question raised by this and 
the later Amendment which the hon, 
Gentleman had set down before the 
Report stage, with a view to its being 
dealt with in one clause. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY ‘Louth, N,) 
did not consider that the Report stage 
was the proper stage for the consideration 
of a matter of the kind raised by the 
Amendment he proposed, This was 
admittedly a blot upon the Bill, 
and it was essential that it should 
be remedied. If the Government were 
determined to pass a Bill against the 
wishes or desires of the Irish people by 
which a million and a quarter was to be 
given to the landlords, he wouid suggest 
that the Government should also at the 
same time give say £200,000 to tenants. 
He would be quite willing to withdraw 
his Amendment upon the promise of the 
right hon. Gentleman to put a clause into 
the Bill, of which fair notice had been 
given, if it were brought in before the 
conclusion of the Committee stage, so 
that it might be fairly discussed. The 
question before the Committee was one 
which greatly affected the Irish tenants. 
The Government passed for the benefit of 
those tenants the fortieth section of the 
Act of 1896. He voted against that 
section because he believed that instead of 
working for the benefit of the tenants it 
would work in favour of Irish land values, 
which, unfortunately, had been the case. 
Instead of the tenants getting the land 
which they desired, the Act had been 
availed of to put over the heads of the 
tenants, after they had made a market, 
these land grabbers. It was not the 
landlords who made the trouble, but the 
land grabbers, and those were the persons 
who were now to receive a bonus of 25 per 
cent. on their tithe rent charge, although 
they were clearly purchasers with notice. 
Take the case of the sale of the Muckross 
Estate, which had been purchased by Lord 
Ardilaun for £500,000 ; was he to receive 
a reduction of 25 per cent. in his tithe 
rent-charge because the men who lived on 
the bogs on his estate received 25 per 
cent. reduction on their rents? Was he 
in the same position as the ancient landed 


' gentry, who had held their land since the 


time of Cromwell, in whose favour, per- 
haps, something might be said? The 
same state of things was going on all over 


the country, and, in his opinion, it was 
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most unjust. Not only were these people 
to get out of paying their tithes, but at 
the end of a number of years payment 


was to be cut down by seven years. Sup- | 
posing the Committee were dealing with | 
an English Bill, and a man went to Token- | 


house Yard and purchased a property to 
be paid for by fifteen annual _ instal- 
ments ; was it just that a Bill should be 


brought in the next year whereby those | 


fifteen annual instalments should be re- 
duced to eight ? 
now under consideration did. He had 
not put the case for the Irish landlords 
who had struggled and gone down ; they 
might have an arguable case, but these 
people had no case at all. In 


nounced the action of Mr. Gladstone as 
sacrilege ; were they now to give the 


benefit of that sacrilege to the persons | 


who purchased their property the 


day before yesterday ? 


{3 JuLy 1900} 


That is what the Bill | 


1869 the | 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer de- | 


When Mr. | 
Gladstone was pulling down the Irish | 
Church he was destroying an ancient | 
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| in this way had purchased them recently. 
| But there were a great many purchases 
| of estates before the purchase Acts 
were introduced. In the interval which 
elapsed between 1872 and 1885 there 
were a great many people who purchased 
upon notice as regards the burdens 
that this clause deals with, and therefore 
the Government cannot contend for a 
moment that they have any grievance 
| whatever. The particular clause we are 
/now discussing deals with cases of ter- 
| minable annual instalments. There is no 
question as to the tithe rent-charge. 
| There was previously a variable charge, 
but it has now become an invariable 
charge. There is only the annual instal 
ment by which these people purchasea 
their tithes. As regards this clause it 
cannot be pretended that any person who 
has bought an estate in Ireland has any 
grievance whatever to complain of. I[ 
cannot imagine that the Government can 
offer any reason for objecting at all events 
to the principle of the Amendment. 


institution, though he did his best to be | 


friendly with his enemies ; but he would | 
turn in his grave if he thought that these | 


persons were going to benefit by his 
action. 
to the Bill, he had put down no Amend- 
ments of an obstructive kind. The 
Amendment before the Committee was 
of a businesslike character, and, if the 
right hon. Gentleman could not accept it 
at the moment, he would withdraw it 


upon the promise of the right hon. | 


Gentleman that he would bring in a 
clause during the Committee stage of 


the Bill, when it could be dealt with in a | 


businesslike manner. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : This Amend- | 


ment is a valuable one, forming as_ it 
does a test of the bona fides of the Bill. 
We are told by the Chief Secretary that 


the Bill is introduced simply for the pur- | 


pose of remedying a grievance. The hon. 
Member for North Louth brings in at the 
outset of the discussion an Amendment 
which deals with a case 
Government did not foresee. 
is to remedy a grievance, why do not the 


Government accept this Amendment ?— | 
because the Government surely will not | 


contend there is any grievance so far as 
the people who bought since 1872 are 
concerned ; and it is quite true, as the 
hon. Member for North Louth said, that 
the land-grabbers who purchased estates 


Much as he (Mr. Healy) objected | 


which the | 
If this Bill | 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am ready to 
meet, as far as I can, the views of the hon. 
| Member for North Louth. The Govern- 
ment will draw up a clause dealing with 
| this question, as well as the subsequent 
| question raised by the hon. Member, and 

will give sufficient time for the House to 
consider it. I hope, on the other hand, 
| that this particular bone of contention is 
removed for the present, and that the 
Government will be able to get the Bill 
through Committee this evening. I think 
I ought to say that while I will endeavour 
to meet the views of the hon. Member as 
| far as possible, I do not wish him to be 
| under the impression that I am giving a 
pledge beyond what I have already in 
dicated as to the date of limitation. I 
will endeavour to frame a new clause 
which shall meet the case as far as equity 
requires. A 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
I think it would be much more satis- 
factory if the Government or the Com- 
mittee were now to dispose of this 
Amendment. It must be borne in mind 
that it is not merely the hon. Member for 
Louth, or even hon. Members below the 
| gangway, who are interested in this ques- 
| tion, but that every Member of this 
| House is more or less interested in the 
| question which will ultimately, or may 
| ultimately, affect the Imperial taxes ; 


t 
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because every penny that is taken away 
from the Church Fund by the operation 
of this Bill diminishes the security which 
the British taxpayer has now in case of 
default being made in the caraying out of 
the Land Purchase Acts of Ireland. 
Therefore I do not think it is satisfactory 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary to say, “If you are satisfied 
with my engagement to bring up a 
particular clause you must give me 
an undertaking that the debate will 
close to-night.” I confess that, for my 
part, I will give no such undertaking. 
I disapprove of the clause in foto, but 
assuming that, for the purpose of this 
Amendment, that clause will stand, I 
wish to point out why I think the 


Amendment of my hon. and _ learned 
friend the Member for North Louth 
hould be adopted by the House. I do 


not think many Members of the House 
exactly understand the case. It must 
be borne in mind that redemption of 
tithe rent-charge was a voluntary act on 
the part of the tithe-payers, after the 
passing of the Irish Church Act of 1869. 
No tithe-payer was bound to come forward 
and enter into that arrangement by which 
the tithe was redeemable at the end of 
fifty-two years, or any other time. It was 
altogether optional. He might have gone 
on paying the rent-charge as before. This 
was a privilege given to them either to 
redeem by twenty-two and a half year’s 
purchase, or instead of that, by paying 
an annuity terminable at the expiration 
of fifsy-two years from the date of 
the order, and calculated on the 
basis of £4 9s. per cent. That was 
altogether a voluntary act. I kiow many 
tithe-payers. who redeemed by paying 
twenty-two and a half years purchase. 
There is no relief offered tothem. There 
is uo restitution made or sought to be 
made to them. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : Ido not think the 
right hon. Gentleman is now dealing with 
the point in the Amendment. I think 
the right hon. Gentleman might confine 
himself to that. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: 


confining myself to the particular words 

of the Amendment. I am illustrating 

the argument that the persons who elected 

to convert their tithe rent-charge into 

this terminable annuity were volunteers. 
Serjeant Hemphill. 
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It is impos- | 
sible to illustrate my argument by always | 
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They were under no compulsion to do so, 
and the State owes nothing to them any 
more than the State owes anything to 
those who put their hands into their 
pockets to redeem the tithe rent-charge by 
paying twenty-two and a half years pur- 
chase. I happen myself to have done that 
many years ago. It never occurred to 
me that under any circumstances the 
House of Commons would give me the 
opportunity of getting a rebate on that 
amount. It is stated that the land is sold 
subject to this terminable annuity of fifty- 
two years, calculated at £4 9s, per cent., 
and that the purchaser, when calculating 
the purchase money, pays so much less 
because of that burden being on the 
estate, and why should he now get the 
benefit? It is really the vendors who 
would be entitled to that benefit. The 
vendors twenty or thirty years ago would 
be the persons entitled to get this draw- 
back. The purchaser, with his eyes open, 
bought the estate subject to this charge, 
and now why should the person who so 
purchased—it may have passed through 
intermediate hands—get so much knocked 
off the purchase money ? It appears to 
me the most illogical and unreasonable 


thing ever brought into Parliament 
in that respect. This Amendment 
would go a very short way to 


remedy the illogical nature, and the 
unjust nature, of the measure, but it 
would go some way, and at all events 
it would indicate that as regards those 
persons who were in possession of estates, 
or their immediate successors since 1869, 
who have not done anything either to 
redeem the tithe rent-charge, or to con- 
vert it into a terminable annuity, and 
who have suffered from the reduction of 
the rents paid by the occupying tenants, 
there might be some reason for saying 
that they should come in and get the 
benefit of that Act, but those who have 
purchased land on a particular basis, and 
who took the property subject to that 
charge are, it appears to me, on an 
altogether different footing. I trust that 
this Amendment will be accepted by the 
‘right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, 
N.): I should like to make a few observa: 
tions on the Amendment. I think the 
object which the hon. Member for North 
| Louth has announced as his object 
‘for moving the Amendment can be 
| met without going a cansiderable 
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distance in what seems to me to be a 
dangerous direction. The present state 
of things arose owing to a miscalculation. 
The hon. Member for North Louth will 
admit that. [Mr. HEALY: No!] He does 
not admit it, but we on this side of the 
House say that the term of fifty-two 
years ought to have been forty-five years, 
and, as I understand, whether that 
assumption is right or wrong, the hon. 
Member for North Louth does not object 
to the application of this section in the 
case of those parties in whose possession 
the land was originally. But this Amend- 
ment deals with those cases where the land 
has, since the order, changed hands. If 
the original owner is entitled to the relief 


the Bill gives, surely it would follow that | 


any person who purchased his land would 
be entitled to whatever rights, as an 
ordinary matter of the law of property, 
the original owner might have. The hon. 
Member for North Louth objects to the 
clause because a land corporation or specu- 
lators may have come in and purchased 
the land, and it seems to me he makes 
a fair enough case for excluding that 
class of persons. I do not think any one 
can blame the procedure of the Land 
Judges Court, because it is the duty of 
a Land Judge to get all the money he can 
for the parties concerned. He is bound 
to realise at the highest price, no matter 
from what quarter it comes. But the 
40th Section is not used to facilitate land 
purchases, and I would suggest that to 
meet the difficulty the hon. Member has 
stated as arising from the transactions of 
the Land Judges Court this Amendment 
should be limited to people who have 
come in over the tenants’ heads. There 
may be a ditliculty if you are going to 
apply it to every case of sale. Sale is a 
large word. There may be cases where 
there has been a mortgage, and where the 
mortgagee has foreclosed and come in. 
This is the way to meet the grievance to 
which the hon. Member for North Louth 
refers. I think that to do otherwise 
would be to go a considerable way in a 
dangerous direction. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: If I make a bar- 
gain by which I undertake to pay a 
certain number of annual or monthly 
instalments, it would be intolerable that 
an Act of Parliament should be brought 
in, and that I should be relieved out of 
the public funds of seven of these instal- 
ments. That is the proposition made 
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here. I remember what the Chancellor: 
of the Exchejuer said the other day 
when we pressed him about the income 
tax. We said the income tax under the 
arrangement made at the time of the 
Union was not payable in Ireland as it 
was in England or Scotland. His reply 
was: “When I find millionaires and 
speculators drawing large incomes in 
Ireland, why should not I make them pay 
income tax as in England and Scotland ?” 
When you find millionaires picking up 
property in the open market, is it tolerable 
that you should consent to seven of their 
instalments being knocked off out of the: 
public pocket ? It is the most extrava- 
gant, erratic, and burlesque proposal I 
ever heard of. I felt it to be a grievance 
that I should have to pay anything to- 
wards the war in South Africa, because I 
did not contract it. These people entered 
into a contract by which they were sub- 
ject to pay so many years instalments, 
and the Government now turned round 
and said they would, out of their kind- 
ness, let them off seven instalments, not 
out of English, but out of Irish money. 
The hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh once said — 

“ Whenever England wants to wipe away a 
tear from the eye of Ireland she is always 
careful to make Ireland pay for the pocket- 
handkerchief.” 

It is one of the truest things ever said, 
and it is not the less true because it was. 
said by the hon. and gallant Gentleman. 
They are ready enough to remedy the 
mistakes made against Irish millionaires 
when they have an intolerable grievance, 
but why do they not remedy the mistakes 
made against the Irish National teachers ? 
When they make mistakes against Irish 
landlords they remedy them out of Irish 
funds, and the Government are now 
making an assault upon the one petty 
little fund available in Ireland for educa- 
tion, in order to let the gentlemen who 
bought this land off seven years. 
instalments. The English Government 
do many grotesque things, but I do not 
think that they ever in their wildest 
moments did anything like this. I can 
say no more. You can pass anything 
with regard to Ireland through this 
House. There was a time when these 
things caused amusement, but nothing 
amuses anybody now. You give Ireland 
£30,000 or £40,000 out of this fund to 
teach us how to churn butter one year, 
and the year after you take away from 
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us £1,500,000. If this grievance exists, | hour of midnight. Something ought to 
why do you not remedy it out of the| be done to meet the views of those who 
English funds? Why does the right hon. | were in favour of what seemed on all 
Gentleman not insist that the English | hands to be a most logical and proper 
should buy the pocket-handkerchief ? He | Amendment. 
said that upon the hustings. 
e ' J eee : Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
_ COLONEL SAUNDERSON (Antrim, | suRY (Mr. A. J. BALFOUR, Manchester, 
N.): No. I said that in the House of | E.) said that if what the Chief Secretary 
Commons. ; had stated did not carry out fully the 
Me. T. M. HEALY: Well, then, you views of the hon. Member for North Louth, 
must have repeated it in the House. The | it would at all events give a very large 
Government in this matter have acted in| measure of what he desired. As he 


a manner which is absolutely incompre- | understood the arrangement, it was that 
hensible, for there was no pressure put | 


the Committee stage should be finished 
upon them in regard to these new specu- | 0 night, a? rag tad’ Bo of the had 
lators. A more monstrous proposition | “@use which the Chief Secretary had 
never emanated from any Government. 





undertaken to bring up, the discussion 
| on which should be taken early on Thurs- 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) asked what! day. 
understanding had been come to between | St ta ao 
the Chief Secretary and the hon. Member | _ Mk. T. M. HEALY said that his 
for North Louth. ~ | Amendment would be accepted in prin- 
| ciple, and therefore, so far as he was con- 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The under. | cerned, he accepted the statement of the 
standing is that at the end of the Com- | Tight hon. Gentleman. He begged leave 
mittee stage I shall bring forward a new | to withdraw the Amendment. 
clause dealing with the question raised | Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
inthe present Amendment. I understand | : 
that, under those circumstances, the hon. | Mr. DILLON: We shall have an 
and learned Member for North Louth | opportunity of discussing the Clause as a 
consents to the Committee stage being | whole later on, and the Amendment I rise 
finished to-night. | to move touches only in a very slight de- 
|gree the principle of the clause. | 
Mr. DILLON: I did not understand | desire at the very earhest moment to 
at all that the hon. Member for North | reply to the statement that the clause 
Louth went so far as the right hon. | itself and the demand of the Irish land- 
Gentleman says. The hon. Member for | lords upon which it is founded spring 
North Louth made some observations | from a miscalculation made in the settle- 
as to the possibility of the Bill pass-| ment of 1869. There is not a shadow of 
ing through Committee to-night, but | foundation for that statement. It rests 
that depends on the course of the| upon an absolute invention which was 
discussion. Of course, if the Govern-| first heard of thirty years after that 
ment are prepared to give any fair con- | settlement was arrived at, and which till 
cessions, to meet our Amendments in a| then had never been stated by the Irish 
reasonable spirit, the Bill would pass| landlords or anybody on their behalf. 
more rapidly. The point was raised in the House of 
Lords in 1894 by Lord Belmore 
Mr. FLYNN said the more this clause | when he asked why the Treasury in 
was considered the more the justice of the | 1869 recommended the Government to 
Amendment must become apparent. | alter the terms of the annuity of £4 10s, 
There were cases in which speculators | including interest at 3} per cent. for 
came in and bought land over the heads | forty-five years, to an annuity of £4 9. 
of the unfortunate tenants, and it was | for fifty-two years, and he insinuated at 
not fair that they should get the benefit} the time that there had been a mis 
of this clause. He thought that they | calculation on the part of the Treasury. 
were more than justified in insisting that | Here is the answer of the Treasury in the 
there should be a discussion on this | Memorandum of June, 1895— 
clause, and that the consideration of the} «The Land Commissioners have recon 
new clause should not be relegated to the | mended that in such cases the terms of 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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redemption of the perpetual tithe should be 
reduced from twenty-two and a half years’ 
purchase, the rate prescribed by the Acts of 


1869 and 1872, to twenty years’ purchase, but | 


the Treasury have not felt justified in con- 
curring in this proposal. 
which led this Board and their predecessors 
to that conclusion was the very serious loss 
which this proposal, and the consequences 
which might be apprehended from it, would 
inflict on the Church Fand. 
amount of that loss was estimated by the 
Land Commission in 1888 at £845,000, suppos- 
ing the concession limited to the tithe only, 
without application to other portions of the 
Churen property; and it may be taken as 
certain that no such amount could now be 
surrendered without serious risk to the sol- 
vency of the Church Fund. 
itions, however, affecting the proposal on its 
merits cannot be overlooked, two of which the 
First Lord may place on record :— 
“(1) It is in effect a compulsory reduc- 
tion of the (statutory) value of one parti- 
cular charge on the Jand—namely, that 


held in trust for Irish public purposes, 
Pe ocstion Ef se | bound 


unaccompanied by any suggestion of re- 
duction in other and less will-secured 
charges such as mortgages. Measuring 
the security of a charge by the rate of 
interest which it carries this proposal 
would treat the tithe as a 5 per cent. 
charge, and, therefore, as being no better 


{3 JuLy 1900} 


The primary reason | 


The possible | 
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| the Church Act of 1869, by Clause 32 
the tithe rent-charge payers of Ireland 
were entitled, if they so desired, to re- 
deem the tithe rent-charge by an annual 
payment for fifty-two years equal to the 
perpetual payment to which they were 
subject. There was no question of the 
amount of interest or sinking fund, but 
they were given permission as a bribe to 
get rid of a perpetual charge on their 
estates by a terminable annuity extend- 
ing over fifty-two years. What land- 
lord or private individual owning pro- 
perty is there in this House who would 


. -, | not accept such a generous settlement ? 
Other considera- | ; 
| Moreover, no Irish landlord was compelled 


to accept those terms. After the clause 


' was passed any landlord who redeemed 


on those terms entered into a voluntary 
contract with the Church Fund and the 
Government—a contract which he was 
to observe. Landlords were 
subject to the tithe rent-charge to the ex- 
tent of nearly half the revenue of the 
Church Fund arising from tithe re- 


'deemed, and we have to remember the 


extent to which that redemption has 


secured than mortgages carrying 5 per | gone and the amount of the present 


cent. interest, and worse secured than 
those carrying 44 per cent. As all such 
mortgages are posterior to tithe the First 


terminuble annuities. According to the 
report of the Comptroller and Auditor 


Lord thinks that the statutory price of General on Church Temporalities in Ire- 


twenty-two and a half years’ purchase, 


implying interest at 44 per cent., is not | 


illiberal to the tithe payer in view of the 
ordinary rates of interest on mortgages on 
Irish land. 

“(2) This proposal to treat the tithe 
as no better secured than a 5 per cent. 
charge is in striking contrast to the sug- 
gestion that loans from the Church Fund 
on precisely the same security should be 
made at a rate not exceeding 34 or even 
3 per cent., which rates involve a high 
estimate of the security. It would be 
extremely illogical, apart from other 
objections, to apply simultaneously both 
these methods of relieving the tithe-payer 
at the cost of the Church Fund. 


“Tn conclusion, the First Lord desires to 
remark that he has endeavoured in this memo- 
randum to distinguish between the matters for 
which the Board is, and those for which it is 
not, responsible. In the case of the former, it 
is their Lordships’ duty to defend their own 


necessary to state facts and figures for the 


‘consideration of the Legislature.” 


For thirty years this tithe rent-charge 


was accepted as a first statutory charge | 
on the land of the owners who were | 


subject to it without any complaint or 
suggestion that it was otherwise than fair 
What is the nature of the 


clause we are now discussing? Under 





land for the year ending 3lst March, 
1898, the annuities amounted to £167,717 
per annum. Therefore, what is proposed 
in this clause is to strike off seven instal- 
ments of those annuities. I am going to 


| move an Amendment which will have this 


effect—that instead of presenting to the 
Irish landlords a sum of considerably over 
£1,000,000, we should content ourselves 
with giving them a sum of £167,000, 


\that is to say, one annual instalment 


instead of seven. Although I do not in- 
tend on this Amendment to raise the 
whole question of the principle of the 
clause, I have thought it right to take the 
opinion of the House on this particular 
question, so that if we are to make any 


| gift at all to the Irish landlords it shall 
| be not £1,200,000, but only £167,000. I 


decisions ; but as to the latter, it is only | 


beg to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 10, to leave out the words 
‘forty-five,’ and insert the words ‘fifty-one.’ ” 
—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘ forty-five ’ stand part of the Clause.” 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member for East Mayo said he did not 
desire to discuss the principle of the 


{COMMONS} 


| 


clause on this Amendment, but it appeared | 


to me that at 


least four-fifths of the | 


speech to which we have listened was, as | 


a matter of fact, devoted to the general 
principle of the clause, and not to the 
Amendment. With respect to the Amend- 
ment I will only say that the case for 


reducing the number of years purchase to | 


fifty-two was thought at the time to be 
overwhelming, but that was because a mis- 
calculation was made. If we were to 
accept the hon. Member’s Amendment to 
reduce the number of annual instalments 
by one, we should be cutting the ground 
from under our own feet ; therefore, it is 
not an Amendment the Government 
could possibly accept. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
wished in the strongest way permitted by 
Parliamentary language to deny the asser- 
tion that there was any miscalculation in 
this matter. Lord Belmore, who was the 
first to start this claim, was a young man 
in the House of Lords at the time the 
Church Act was passed, but he did not 
oppose the settlement. A very eminent 
landlord on the opposite side of the House 
voted for the disestablishment of the 
Irish Church, but he never saw 
that he was being robbed, or that 
a mistake was being made. The hon. 
Member himself could remember the 
fearful prophecies that were made at 
the time of the passage of the Church 
Act as to what would become of the funds 
of the Irish Church ; it was said that the 
money would go to the building of lunatic 
asylums and lighthouses and so on, but 
instead of that it was being used to make 
presents to the landlords. This was not 
the first time that that which belonged to 
the Irish people had been taken and given 
to aclass of land-jobbers, but he defied 
anybody to find, in the whole English 
Statute-book, a proposal more audacious 
than that now before the Committee. 
Without difficulty he could make a list of 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said he was 
addressing himself to the monetary in- 


| terest of the members of the Government 


in this proposal. He should resist this 
Bill by every means in his power, and 
when it was passed denounce it on every 
possible occasion throughout the country, 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: I think there 


' are one or two matters in reference to this 


i 


‘might either adopt or refuse. 


under thirty names which would comprise | 


the men who would benefit the most by 
this Bill, and no fewer than five members 


it shovel public money into their own 
pockets. 


Amendment on which the Committee 
ought to be informed before they come to 
adecision. The Chief Secretary has stated 
that the fifty-two years was based origin- 
ally on a miscalculation, but he has not in- 
formed the Committee what that mis- 
calculation was or wherein the error con- 
sisted. I apprehend that it was an arbi- 
trary figure determined upon, when giving 
an option to tithe-payers which they 
[ presume 
the right hon. Gentleman will state to 
the House how he makes out that this 
was an actuarial error. The other matter 
upon which I should like a little infor- 
mation is this. At present the great 
majority of tithe rent-charges in Ireland 
have not been either redeemed or con- 
verted into terminable annuities. Will this 
section enable future buyers to get this 
advantage ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: Then it ought 
to be so worded. Is it altogether retro- 
spective ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Clause 4 is. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: Clause 4 is 
only in regard to redemptions. There is 
nothing to prevent a person who is now 
liable to pay the regular tithe rent-charge 
as fixed by the Act of 1872, coming in 
the day after this Bill is passed, and con- 
verting that into a terminable annuity. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): My right hon. friend is quite mis- 
taken ; he is led entirely astray in his 
remarks by the assumption that this pay- 
ment is not a sale, There is no differ- 


ebay ence between a sale when you pay cash 
of Her Majesty’s Government would by | ’ 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. | 


Member is hardly addressing himself to 
the Amendment. 


‘agree with my right hon. friend. 


down, and a sale when the purchase 
money is in annuities. Both are sales 
within the express wording of the Act. 


I do not 
There 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: 
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js no definition of “sale” in the Act. 
There will be exactly the same happen as | 
was the case with the Land Act of 1896; 
it will be a puzzle for the Courts to solve. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I think this | 
should be discussed on the clause itself, 
and not on the Amendment, and the hon. 
Member for East Mayo has succeeded in 
getting a double discussion on the, 
principle of the clause. As, however, he | 
has insisted on raising this point, let me 
at once say that, if the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite will read Section 32 of the, 
Irish Church Act, 1869, he will see that 
what is contemplated is a sale. I think 
the right hon. Gentleman will now admit 
that in both cases, whether the payment 
is by a lump sum or by annuity, it is a 
sale. 


| 
*SerJEANT HEMPHILL: I think it is | 
very ambiguous, and it ought to be made | 


clear. | 
} 


Mr. DILLON : The right hon. Gentle- | 


{3 JuLy 1900} 
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borrow the money from the Church Fund 
at a very low rate of interest to pay for 
the thing he had bought. There is over- 
whelming force in the case put forward 
by the right hon. Gentleman below me of 
those who put their hands into their 
pockets and paid cash. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 


Gentleman is quite mistaken. 


The 


hon. 


Mr. DILLON: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman mean to say that nobody paid 
for their tithe rent-charge in cash ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Those who 
redeemed their tithe rent-charge in cash 
in 1872 redeemed the net tithe rent- 
charge and not the gross. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
supported the Amendment on the ground 
that it was the lesser of two evils. He 
objected entirely to the principle at the 
bottom of this proposal, and could not 





man has made the charge against me make out why the Government, without 
that in moving this Amendment I have | any pressure from any quarter, should 
got a double discussion on the principle | wish to disturb a settlement of such a 
of this clause. I particularly said that I | character. Such a course was not in the 
intended to be brief, and I was brief, | interest of any great public policy, and it 
because I did not want to discuss the | certainly would not pacify the country. 
principle of the clause. But this Amend-| He was rather curious to know what de- 
ment plainly involves that principle. ; fence the right hon. Gentleman would 
The principle of the clause is to make a/ make for carrying out such a settlement. 
further gift to people who have no claim | He claimed that he was doing it as an act 
whatever to sucha gift, and it is perfectly | of justice, but he did not see where the 





legitimate in a few words to show that 
that is the principle, and therefore is a 
ground for reducing the amount of that 
gift. If the gift is to be made at all it 
will be less objectionable if the amount is 
£167,000 instead of £1,200,000. The 
right hon. Gentleman has referred to a 
point which I intended to raise—namely, 
that the transaction we are now called 
upon to undo was a sale, and a sale 
carried out in most cases thirty years ago. 
It was no miscalculation, but a sale 
carried out at twenty-two and a half years | 
purchase, the landlord being allowed to | 





injustice of the present system came in. 
These parties entered into their contracts 
voluntarily, and they did so because they 
thought it would be profitable, and why 
should they now put their hands into the 
purse of the Irish nation? He desired 
most earnestly to support the Amendment 
of his hon. friend, which he hoped would 
be pressed to a division. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 116; 
Noes, 66. (Division List No. 170.) 


AYES. 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson. Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John G. Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r. 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds | Cavendish, V. C. 
Barry, ktHnAHSmith-{Hunts ' Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm. | 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H(Bristol) , 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H | 


Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir J. Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cooke,C. W. Radcliffe( Heref’d) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 


W. (Derby) | 
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Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cox, Irwin E. Bainbridge 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
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King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lecky,Rt. Hon. WilliamE. H. 
Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn- (Swan. 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, RtHnWalter(Liverpool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

| ueas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 


Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 
Goschen, RtHnG.J(StGeorge’s 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir R. Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. ) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duex worth, James 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evershed, Sydney 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gibney, James 
Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 
Healy, Timothy M. (N.Louth) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Amendment proposed— 


five,’ to insert the word ‘annual.’”-—(Mr. 7. M. | 


| Mr. ATKINSON said the Act pro- 


Healy.) 


be there inserted.” 


Mr. G. W. 





BALFOUR: 


| Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 

| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 

| M‘Calmont, Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 

| M‘Killop, James 

| Maleolm, Ian 

| Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 

| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 

| Middlemore, John Throgm’r’n 

| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 

| Morgan, Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. 

| Morrison, Walter 





| Murray, RtHnA Graham(Bute | 


Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Percy, Earl 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 


NOES. 


Jones, William(Carnarv’nshire 
Langley, Batty 

Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,DrM A(Queen’s C 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, James 

O'Malley, William 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) ~* 
Saunderson, RtHn Col. EdwJ. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. 
Smith, Abel H.(Christehurch) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ), 
Stock, James Henry 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E.( Kent), 
Warr, Augustus lrederick 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley,Rt.Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. ): 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.} 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh. 
Souttar, Robinson 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.), 
Thomas, David Alf.(Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport 
Williams, John Carvell( Notts. 
Wilson, Fredk. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Woods, Samuel 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOoES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Flavin. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: But I want to 


7 ° . . 
: | know what is the exact meaning of it. 
“In page l, line 10, after the word ‘forty- | kno bs 8 


| vided that the annual sum should con- 
Question proposed, “ That those words | tinue to be paid for only forty-five pay- 
‘ments instead of fifty-two, and it was 
| entirely unnecessary to repeat the word 


I do not | “ annual.” 


think this Amendment is at all necessary, | 
and I think it would be very reasonable 
to leave the clause as it is. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg leave to 


withdraw my Amendment. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DILLON said that under the 
sttlement of 1872 the payer of tithe 
rent-charge had three courses open 
to him: (1) He could buy the tithe 
rent-charge at twenty-two and a half 
years purchase; (2) he could buy 
it by fifty-two years instalments; 
or (3) he could agree with the commis- 
soners to pay a sum somewhat larger 
than that to which he was subject, and 
have a shorter term fixed than fifty-two 
years, at the end of which his annuity 
vould expire. He did not know how 
many acted upon this third plan. The 
second sub-section proposed to extend to 
the purchasers of tithe rent -charge 
who elected to adopt the increased pay- 
ment to shorten the term, a concession 
similar to that proposed by the first 
sub-section to those who adopted 
twenty-two and a half years annui- 
ties. This second sub-section simply 
proposed to slice off a portion of this fund 
and distribute it among the supporters of 
the Government in Ireland. The proposal 
was utterly indifferent as to doing equal 
justice between the gentlemen who were 
to have this distribution. The man who 
purchased his tithe rent-charge for cash 
got nothing, and if he bought it for an 
annuity at not more than thirty years he 
also got no relief. But if he bought it at 
less than thirty years he gota concession, 





extending to fifty-two then he got seven 
years taken off. The Amendment he 
proposed was to deal with short term 
annuitants on the same principle as it 
was proposed to deal with long term 
annuitants. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 20, to leave out the word 
‘ten’ and insert the word ‘fifteen.’”—(J/7. 
Dillon.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word 
‘ten’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said the hon. 
error in supposing that the Bill made a 


distinction between those who purchased 
for cash and those who made a special 
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and if he bought it at a number of years | 


Member for East Mayo was entirely in | 


| actuarial or any other error. 


arrangement. Those who purchased their | 
tithe rent-charge for cash subsequent to 
1872 paid cash less the amount of the 
poor rate, or in other words they paid for 
the net tithe rent-charge. 





(Lrelund) Bill. 


| visions of this Bill were carried out the 
| same treatment would be meted out to 
those paying off the charge by means of 
annuities. The object of the clause was 
to put those who had contracted for a 
|shorter period upon the same footing 
as those who had arranged for fifty- 
|two years. The change suggested by 
this Amendment would place at a dis- 
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advantage those who made arrangements 


to pay off at shorter periods. 


Mr. DILLON said this was simply 
begging the whole question. It was con- 


‘tended that for thirty years they had 


been charged at the rate of fifty-two 
years when they should only have been 
charged forty-five years, and now after 
thirty years these extraordinary statis- 
ticians had made this discovery. In 
regard to the Treasury Minute of 1895 
they had been told that there was a com- 
plete change in the personnel, but up to. 
that hour they had never had a single 
argument or memorandum to justify that 
total change of policy. Now they had 
made this extraordinary discovery, to buy 
off Lord Ardilaun and the Dublin Daily 
Express. The right hon. Gentleman had 
not given a single word of explanation in, 
regard to Sub-section 2, which appeared 
to him to be preposterous, and the whole 
clause as it stood was most absurd. It 
was now proposed to make this enormous 
concession to those who had already been 
allowed to borrow State money at 
£3 16s. 3d. per cent. They had already 
got that advantage over cash buyers, and 
they were now to get the additional: 
advantage of an enormous reduction in 
the annuity. He should insist upon 
pressing his Amendment to a division. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: The right 


hon. Gentleman referred to some speech 


made by Mr. Gladstone as a ground for 
saying that there was an actuarial error. 
I wish to remind the hon. Gentleman that 
Mr. Gladstone’s statement was made in 
1869, but what we are dealing with now 
is what was done by Section 7 of the 
Irish Church Amendment Act in the year 
1872, and there is nothing whatsoever to 
indicate that that Act was based upon an 
It is neces- 
sary to call the attention of the Com- 


| mittee to the words of that Act, because 
|it shows how very arbitvary this reduc- 
‘tion of the interest is to £3 10s. 
If the pro-|The Act declared the purchase money- 
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payable by instalments for fifty-two years 


at £4 9s. per cent. on the purchase money, | 


or for such less number of years as might 
be agreed upon as an equivalent annual 
sum so as to discharge the principal and 
interest in a less number of years. That 
is the provision to which this point has 
reference. What grounds are there for 
altering this section and fixing £3 10s. as 
the arbitrary sum ? We have no statistics 
or figures in regard to these annuities, and 
here we are asked in this arbitrary way to 
give the benefit to these persons by intro- 
ducing this arbitrary figure, for which no 
reason is assigned. I shall, therefore, 
vote for this Amendment if it goes to a 
division. 


Mr. ARCHDALE (fermanagh, N.) 
said he hoped the Chief Secretary would 
press his opposition to this Amendment. 
He had not the honour of knowing Lord 
Ardilaun, but he knew that his Lordship 


made good and charitable use of his money | 


‘both in Ireland and in this country. He 
‘thought the clause was an attempt to 
remedy a gross injustice. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: The action of the 
‘(Government in this matter reminds me 
of bimetallism. 
the Government announces he is in 
favour of the gold standard, and next day 


he goes down to Lancashire and receives | 
light on the subject, and then announces | 
he is in favour of the fifteen to one ratio. | 
What I should like to know is, when did | 


the Government receive grace in regard 
to this gross injustice ; when did the light 
of justice first shine upon their souls? I 


remember the long line of Chief Secre- | 
‘taries who have preceded the right hon. | 
‘Gentleman ; he has blasphemed them all | 


in this Bill. I have been making a list | 
of the number of English statesmen 
whom we have been asked to look up| 
‘to, and to whom I have been asked many | 
times to go down on my _ intellectual | 
knees. 
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‘Sir Michael Hicks Beach, Mr. 


One day a member of | 
| finance, discovered it 2 
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A. J. 
Balfour, and Mr. John Morley. They 
have all been engaged in _ perpe- 
trating a most heinous wrong on 
a most deserving class of the com- 


munity, and what is more, an irreparable 


wrong, because many men sold their land, 
and did not get full value for it. What 
about the Duke of Devonshire, who sold 
land in Cork, and Lord Derby, who 
sold his estate in the county of Tipperary ? 
Look at the appalling injustice done to 
them ; they gave away their estates, so to 
speak, with a pound of tea and without 
any consideration for the seven years 
compensation now to be made to their 
successors. The Duke of Devonshire 
sold his estates, and the man who 
succeeded to them now gets a seven 
years bonus, anl the Duke has been 


| grievously wronged by the Government 


of whicn he is a member. I feel appalled 
when I think of the black injustice which 
has been done to the landlords who have 
endeavoured to get rid of the landlordism 
by selling their estates. The old stock 
has gone, and none of them have got the 


| benefit of this seven years bonus. Who 


was it that discovered this grievance ; 
who was this financial Christopher Colum- 
bus who, embarking on the dark seas of 
Is his name to re- 
main silent? Are not the present landlords 
entitled to know to whom their gratitude 
is to be given, and are not the men who 
sold out entitled to know to whom their 
curses are to be awarded? The right 
hon. Gentleman has taken it upon himself 
to reverse the policy of his predecessors ; 
but, at all events, he has given a blow to 
the famous doctrine that the British 
(Jovernment in Ireland is a continuity. 
Let every Irish tenant take heart. He 
may be smarting under unjust laws, and 
he may be told that it is quite right to pay 
his rent, but some new Chief Secretary may 
arise—perhaps in an Irish Parliament— 
and may be able to announce that he has 


Now I learn that they were | found salvation, that he has adopted the 


AdT7 





wrong all the time, and I am told that | doctrine of repudiation, and that from 
when I was asked to respect law and order | the depths of his inner consciousness he 
I was asked to respect a gross injustice | finds that the tenants should be relieved 
and a fraud on the Irish landlords. | of seven years annuity or perhaps seven 
Here is a list of the Irish Chief Secretaries | years payment of rent. If this doctrine 
for the last thirty years: Mr. Fortescue, | is to prevail now, why should it not be 
Sir Michael Hicks Beach, Mr. James | enacted later that for seven years every 
Lowther, Mr. Forster, Sir George | man, woman, and child in Ireland should 
‘Trevelyan, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, | not be liable for rent, rates, or taxes ? 
Mr. J. Morley, Sir W. Hart Dyke, Mr. | There would be just as much reason for 
W. H. Smith, Mr. John Morley ; again | that as there is for the provision in this 


Serjeant Hemphill. 
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Bill. Remember that the original Act 
was an arbitrary one, and no one could 
say whether the purchase price should be 
9). years or 424 years. It had to be 
arrived at in an empirical manner. If it 
were found that the landlords should 
have paid forty years purchase, would 
you bring in a Bill to compel them to 
make restitution now? Would that not 
be as sound and logical a proposition as 
that now made ; because, starting as you 
did from an empirical standard, you now 
contend that your empiricism was 
founded on justice. I cannot understand 
how a man with the logical mind of the 
right hon. Gentleman can stand up and 
advance such a_ proposition without 
laughing. If I were an English states- 
man I should say, ‘‘I have got a trouble- 
some gang to deal with in Ireland. Lord 
Ardilaun has bought the Daily Express ; 
when the Vice-President of the Board of 
Agriculture had it things were amicable 
and pleasant, but now I must give 
them something.” I can thoroughly 
understand that; but to invent an 
injustice, and now propose to make 
up for it in sackcloth and ashes, not at 
your own expense, but at ours, and to 
ask us to accept this absurdity is, even 
for an Lrish Member, a little too much. 
I must say for myself that the only fault 
I tind with the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for East Mayo is that it is too 
moderate. I feel inclined to denounce it 
as giving the whole case away. At all 
events, whatever may be said for the 
Amendment, the proposition in the Bill is 
one which no serious statesman should 
endeavour to defend. 


Mr. DILLON: I maintain, after listen- 
ing carefully to the statement of the right 
hon. Gentleman, that the second sub- 
section of this clause will be positive 
nonsense if this Amendment is not 
accepted. The whole of this question is 
very complicated, and must be examined 
very closely before it is understood. The 
section applies to men who agreed to 
buy their tithe rent-charge at twenty- 
two and a haf years purchase. Then 
came a subsidiary agreement that that 
twenty-two and a half years purchase 
should be paid in instalments. For the 
Sake of illustration, let us assume that 
an agreement was entered into for an 
annuity extending over thirty-one years. 
What does the right hon. Gentleman 
propose to do in that case? If the 
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agreement were made in 1870 the last 
annuity would be payable next year. 
He says that the Treasury should go 
back on this transaction and should 
recalculate it on the supposition that 
it was not £3 16s. 33d. but £3 10s. 
per cent. that should have been charged, 
and that the sinking fund should be in- 
creased by the difference between the 
two rates. Is it not perfectly evident 
that by making such a recalculation the 
whole principal and interest would have 
been found to have been paid, and so far 
from there being an instalment due there 
would have been an over-payment? And 
this, forsooth, is to be by way of relief to 
a man who has already repaid more than 
the principal. I will read the words of 
the sub-section— 

“Such annual sum shall continue to be paid 
until such less number of payments thereof 
from the date at which it commenced as will 
pay off the purchase money on the assumption 
that the annual sum so charged included 
interest at the rate of £3 10s. per cent. per 
annum have been made, and no longer.” 

But if he has more than repaid on the 
new assumption, what nonsense it is to 
enact a provision of this kind! What I 
want to convince the right hon. Gentleman 
of is—and it is as clear as daylight—that 
his sub-section is nonsense, and that he is 
enacting an impossibility, because a man 
in the case [ have mentioned would have 
already paid his principal, and it is 
ridiculous to say that the instalments 
should continue on a debt which has been 
already paid. When it is found that men 
have more than repaid there will be a 
claim for compensation. The real griev- 
ance will then arise, and an amending 
Bill will have to be introduced. Then 
the persons who bought for cash will say, 
“Are we to have no compensation ?” 
and their case will be a strong one. 
It will be no answer to say that the cash 
buyers bought on the gross, whereas the 
annuitants bought on the net. That is not 
a fact. The cash buyers, the short annuit- 
ants, and the long annuitants all bought at 
twenty-two and a half years purchase of 
the net value, and therefore they all stand 
in the same position. Now observe the ex- 
traordinary position which will arise. A 
buys a tithe rent-charge and pays in cash 
twenty-two and a half years purchase ; B 
buys a tithe rent-charge, but does not pay 
cash. He borrows the money from the 


Government at £3 16s. 34d. per cent., and 
how, by the simple fact that B has bor- 
| rowed money from the Government, can he 


hk 
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have suffered any greater injustice than| years after the contract was made the 
A, who paid cash? The argument is per-| interest should be reduced to £3 10s, 
fectly ridiculous. The difficulty we have | Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It has beem 
to contend with is to get into the minds/ done in the case of the Church glebe 
of hon. Members the grotesque monstro- | tenants. " 
sity of this proposal. Iam convinced that | . _ . 
if hon. Members really understood these | ) IR. SWIFT _MacN EILL said that 
proposals the Bill would be defeate that was the exception which proved the 
by three to one. But the fact is it is not | rule. When was the error discovered ? 
understood. I maintain that unless this | W h an ey the = kable change in the 
Amendment is accepted the sub-section | Sie of the Treasury — which 
will be nonsense, and that it will be found | TS" ted in the discovery? It was an 
afterthought. It was never mooted for 


that it cannot be worked at all in some | ices bead 1 th h h 

eases, and that it will work so unjustly wang dati oed *? hs om, See ee 

in other cases that an amending Bill will | no necessity, Parliament stepped in to 

ahyamnctary |relieve, not the poverty-stricken tenant, 
| but Lord Ardilaun, at the expense of the 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said the | Irish Church Fund. He supported most 
lcci Dee tne Meee tow alk ties strongly the Amendment before the House, 


Government except the Attorney General | Pa he — me ‘age ” pressed " x 
for Ireland, who, however, knew far better | Aeeswers a ee ee 
than he did the utter absurdity of this | discussion he would denounce the policy 
Bill. It represented fraud and dishonesty, | A ~~ oo har h nou ho od the Trish 
and the absolute ignorance of the gentle-| (20TH * une Bac Seen misappropriated 
man who drafted it insulted the in-| 


|for the benefit of the Irish landlords, 
telligence of Parliament. Anyone who read | The right hon. Gentleman had intimated 
the second sub-section of Clause 1 would | 


that the Bill was to rectify a fin an ial 
see clearly that a man who had been pay- | fraud. That fraud had been undiscovered. 
ing at the rate of £3 16s. 6d. since 1872 | 


by Lord Ardilaun and other landlords, 
must have long since paid all the principal, | but it had been discovered by a Treasury 
and all the interest ; and the absurdity of 


| official in the back parlours of the Trea- 
this clause was that he was to go on still | nih t — 98 saad gg ? A 
paying. But the clause was something | © ahh on gas i or gaa 


more than arrant absurdity ; it was down- | peng Arms Qa Ps ould he g° oe 
right dishonesty, and amounted to the | “we the T, Bele eis - he which th 
repudiation by the State itself of con-| -¥ 2° “Treasury olicials, oy wares ie 
tracts. The Government had no right | Irish people had been robbed of three and 


‘ : 'a half millions of money? That error: 
to misuse public property as they were | 3 J : 
P apy ait dig ed © would not be rectified, because it would 


doing under this clause. They were | es 
= ; have to be rectified at the expense of the 


giving a large donation out of the public |p .,. seri gure ; 
funds to various parties who were sup- British taxpayer ; but the error which this 


| 

posed to pay for their own interests. An | Bill was to rectify would be rectified, be- 
ead delete alee mat the eaveeeet ol Bis | ee the cost would fall upon the Irish 
. o pay .|Church Fund. The sub-section was a 
just debt at the expense of the community | £ legal j snd ts tele lie 
ought to give this money to the Chancellor | nore +e Pe ee 

alt nr . | had the provisions of the Bill been perused 
of the Exchequer as conscience money. | ie dite Chane os Yee 1s woudl Mane we 
The idea that Parliament was omnipotent | ti ‘ rence a ee ae 
was true, but there were moral | rey Spee. 
grounds on which this bargain ought} Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
not to be made; it was a gross | said that the Government had always acted 
fraud. He asked the right hon. Gentleman | on the basis of the sanctity of contract, 
whether he could point to any instance, | and he now wished to know whether the 
since the Revolution, of Parliament | principle of sanctity of contract was to be 
repudiating debts and cancelling obliga-| given up. The right hon. Gentleman the 
tions. He knew of no case on the | Chief Secretary had alluded to the case 
Statute Book where, when a tenant of the Irish Church glebe tenants, in 
had entered, under the provisions of an | which it had been given up, but that was. 
Act of Parliament, into a solemn contract | an entirely different case to the question 
with the State to pay a certain sum of | of tithes. They were occupying tenants, 
money at £3 16s. 6d. per cent., thirty | and when relief was given to them it was 


Mr. Dillon. 
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obvious there was a special reason for | the Committee was entitled to say that 
giving it. Then, again, if the Govern- the Government could not violate a con- 
ment took the other case, no argument tract entered into under an Act of Parlia- 
could be based upon it, because it was the ment. Was the principle of sanctity 
Government’s own doing. The Govern- of contract to be given up? Was 
ment stated in the House a few years this to apply to every case? If 
previously that they could not reduce a not, the Government should make out a 
contract that had been entered into with case of the exceptional circumstances 
Parliament. That was stated over and | which justified it in this instance. They 
over again in another place by Lord | were dealing with parties in possession of 
Salisbury, and yet it was this Govern- | land upon which there was a first charge. 
ment which started the principle of It had no relation whatever to the profits 
making the reduction and doing away | of the land or what is taken off it. The 
with the contract as well. The reason | charge having been made a fixed one, was 
for the special reduction in the case of the | there any case where the owner could not 
occupying landlord was a very different plead poverty in which this principle 
matter, because in that case the tenant | could be applied? The Government did 
comprised the positions of landlord and | not propose to give any such relief to 
tenant. Those who took advantage of a | England or Scotland, and the Committee 
number of years purchase under the Land | were entitled to ask whether the Govern- 
Act were landlords as well as occupying | ment proposed to apply this principle to 
tenants, and it was in-the combined persons who could not make out a special 
capacity that they received the concession, | case. 

and the Government mitigated the con- | 

tract. If this present reduction was not Mr. T. M. HEALY said he had asked 
put upon the ground of exceptional cir- for an explanation for the action of the 
cumstances, which was the only warrant at | Government, but had failed to elicit a 
all for giving a reduction, by statute, to| reply. On thinking the matter out he 
the tenant, effect would be given to a_ had arrived at a solution of the problem. 
principle far-reaching in its consequences, He had come to the conclusion that Mr. 
which could not be confined to Ireland. Gladstone was the only statesman who 
That principle was that if parties agreed could have repudiated the suggestion that 
to pay a certain sum of money under a_ the Government had made an error, and 
contract to the State, Parliament could | the Government had not thought it safe 
come some time afterwards and make to bring in the Bill until Mr. Gladstone 
alterations in the terms, although in the haddied. He had just received a letter 
interval some other person had come which illustrated the manner in which 
forward and paid the sum in cash. tenants were treated in Ireland in con- 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Might I ask, trast to the landlords. The Local Govern- 
on a point of order, whether this has any ™ent Act relieved the landlords of all 


reference whatever to the Amendment | tes in the Corofin division of | Tip- 
before the Committee. pad ix a oe cya wipe nor B waa 
. . had just struck a rate of 9s. 6d. in the 

*THeE CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. poets The people wondered what it 
Gentleman is somewhat trespassing be- | Was for, and were told that the reason was 
yond the Amendment before the Com-' that for nine or ten years the debt had 
mittee. | been accruing, and it now had to be 
Mr. CALDWELL said that his point | paid off. The Local Government Board 
was that by Act of Parliament £3 16s. 6d. | did not discover it until the landlords 
per cent. was fixed as the amount to be | were relieved of the rates. The landlords 
paid by the parties, and it was now pro-| were entitled to pay that debt for the 
posed to reduce that amount to £3 10s. last eight or nine years, and he wished 
If the right hon. Gentleman thought by now to ask the Government whether 
such interruptions as he had made he/they would make any provision for the 
would shorten the debate he might find | paymentof the amount which oughttohave 
that he was mistaken. He could find no | been paid by the landlords in the seven 
precedent for such a reduction except in | or eight years past, and which is now put 
the case of the Irish Church Glebe| on the shoulders of the people of the 
tenants. There was no case on record, |Corofin division of Tipperary. They 
neither in Scotland nor in England, and ; applied to the Local Government Board 
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to extend the time of payment to two’ 


years, but the Local Government Board 
refused. If the Government were 
anxious to relieve one error in the case of 
the landlords, why were they not anxious 
to act inasimilar manner for the relief 
of the tenant? He thought the attitude 
taken by the right hon. Gentleman on 
this Bill was simply deplorable. On 
other occasions he had been able to give 
reasons for his attitude, but on the pre- 
sent occasion he had failed to answer any 
argument which had been put to him. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN, who was very 

indistinctly heard, was understood to say 
that the night hon. Gentleman had given 
no solid reason which would satisfy 
the Committee for the reductions he 
proposed to make by this Bill. His one 
point was that a mistake had been made, 
and would have to be rectified. The 
Committee had no means of verifying 
that fact, and it was only right that 
further information should be given. 
1 . 
The right hon. Gentleman proposed to 
give a certain reduction on delayed pay- 
ments for purchase. The man who had 
raised the money to pay off his 
indebtedness in thirty years received 
benefit, but the man who arranged to pay 
in fifty-two years benefited to the extent 
of the reduction of seven yearly instal- 
ments. The Irish Members were not 
satisfied with the figures of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and they were within their 
rights in protesting against such proce- 
dure. The right hon. Gentleman could 
do in this matter what he had done with 
the first part of the clause—he could 
postpone it for further consideration. He 
did not dispute that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was doing all he could to act in a 
perfectly fair manner, but in the interest 
of one class—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Gentleman is wandering from 
the Amendment. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: On a point 
of order, is not my hon. friend entitled to 
show, when largess is given to a certain 
class, how that largess might be better 
expended ! 


*Tuoe CHAIRMAN : No doubt the hon. 
Gentleman is a better judge than myself 
of these matters, but in my opinion the 
hon. Gentleman who was addressing the 
Committee was irrelevant. 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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Mr. MURNAGHAN said he objected 
to the right hon. Gentleman putting his 


hand into the pockets of the Irish people 


and taking money out of the Church Fund 
not for a public purpose. The Irish 
Members were entitled to have some 
reply from the right hon. Gentleman to 
the arguments which had been urged on 
behalf of those whom they represented. 
If no reply was given, they could only 
test the matter by a division. ; 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said the 
Amendment was one under which certain 
reductions were to be made. He begged 
to remind the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary that he was not the 
financial authority on Irish questions. He 
complained that, although this was a finan 
cial question, neither the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer ‘nor the Secretary to the 
Treasury were present to consider it. And 
their absence showed that they were 
neglecting their duties. [Laughter.] It 
was no laughing matter, except to those 
hon. Members opposite who were going 
to gain from it. It was a most unheard 
of procedure when a finance measure of 
this kind was under discussion, that some 
one was not present to defend the 
financial policy put forward by the 
Amendment. Since the Amendment had 
been moved, the words “ financial fraud” 
and “Treasury fraud” had been freely 
used. Yet nobody was present to speak 
for the Treasury or for the Solomon in 
the Treasury who had discovered the 
error. It was not the place of the right 
hon. Gentleman to do so, he had done his 
duty when he had moved the clause. 
Under the circumstances, he begged leave 
to move to report Progress. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.” — (Jf. 
MucNeill.) But the Chairman, being of 
opinion that the motion was an abuse of 
the Rules of the House, declined to pro- 
pose the Question thereon to the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
I should be very glad to have some et 
planation why this particular sum of 
£3 10s. per cent. is taken as the annual 
charge for interest. There must be some 


_ particular reason why that sum is taken. 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The general 
principle of this Bill was discussed very 
fully on the Second Reading, it was dis- 
cussed again on the Amendment moved 
by the hon. Member for East Mayo, and 
again on this Amendment. We have had 
notice of another Amendment by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo. That has been 
my reason for not going fully into this 
matter. 


Mr. DILLON : I must say that it is 
an extraordinary position for the Chief 
Secretary to take up. I submit that 
the clause, as it stands, is nonsense and 
cannot be worked. In some cases it 
would cause gross injustice, and in other 
cases it would be absolutely unworkable. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 
Member is quite wrong. 
say that the Amendment to reduce the 
rate of interest is certainly open to ob- 
jection. 


The 


hon. 


Mr. DILLON: I submit that my case 
ismade out by the admission of the Chief 
Secretary himself—absolutely and with- 
out any question or doubt. The whole 
purpose of the Bill is to benefit the 
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I may further | 
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am sure would be the case in a great many 
instances—to repay his loan for the pur- 
chase of his tithes, by instalments termi- 
nating in thirty-five years under the 
operation of this sub-section, if this new 
arrangement is accepted, will get four or 
five annual instalments knocked off, and 
another man who has arranged to pay 
the tithe loan in thirty-one instalments 
will get the next year’s instalment 
knocked off, although under this new 
term of interest he may have repaid con- 
siderably more than the whole of his loan. 
Are we to be told seriously that men 
under these circumstances will sit down 
content, and that you will not be face to 
face with the clamour—I must say the 


(Ireland) Bill. 


| justifiable clamour—of those treated in 


this fashion? Nothing at all is to be paid 
to the man who has put his hand in his 
own pocket. I maintain that my con- 
tention has not been answered, nor even 
attempted to be answered, by the repre- 
sentatives of the Government, and that 


' the clause as it stands without my Amend- 


ment is nonsense. It will be unworkable 
in some cases, and in other cases it will 
work gross injustice. 


Question put. 


landlords. There is no other justifica- 

tion of the Bill. They say now thata) The Committee divided :—Ayes, 126; 

man who has arranged—and this I Noes, 84. (Division List No, 171.) 
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Warr, Augustus Frederick 
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Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


Williams,John Carvell (Notts) 
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Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid) 


| Wilson, John (Govan) 
| Woodhouse,Sir J.T.(Hud’rsfd 


Woods, Samuel 
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FOR THE NOES— 


Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Question proposed, “That Clause 1 ja voluntary bargain, without any kind of 


stand part of the Bill.” 


of the Bill. 


I shall endeavour to bring | 


| compulsion. 


The second heading is what 


| will be the financial effect on the Church 
Mr. DILLON : We now come to the | Fund if this clause is passed into law. 
serious question that Clause 1 stand part | First of all I turn to the question of the 


grievance under which the Irish landlords 


clearly before the minds of hon. Members | are alleged to suffer, and to meet which 
what they are called upon to do by this extraordinary proposal is submitted 


passing this clause. 


There are two main 


to the House. 


That grievance is, as I 


headings under which the considerations | said in the earlier stages of this debate, 


affecting this clause naturally fall. 


The | based on the extraordinary claim that Mr. 





first of these headings is the question | Gladstone while he was passing the 
whether there is really any grievance on | Church Act through this House made a 
the part of Irish landlords, and whether, | miscalculation, that the whole House con- 
under the arrangements which this clause | doned that miscalculation, and that the 
proposes to break up, the Irish landlords | spokesmen of the Irish landlords in that 
were generously treated, and entered into | day in the long debates which took place 
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on the Church Act, and particularly | it fens ne ie _ Lae oegtind ne gs 

9 : ; | nothing. 1at W1 1e financial efiect o 
Ce 3 nees increase Geen, ih en, a 

B Une V. . ~ | bad for the Irish landlord.” 

lation, and that they swallowed this settle- 
ment, as I shall prove they swallowed it, 
with every appearance of satisfaction, and 
in absolute ignorance of the fact that 





| 

‘It ison that speech of Mr. Gladstone’s 
| that the whole case of the Government 
rests. That was a speech made while 


they were being made to pay seven years | introducing the Church Bill in its original 
instalments more than were just. The | form, when it was proposed to sell the 
Attorney General based his case entirely | tithe rent-charge to the landlords either for 


on the famous speech made by Mr. | cash at twenty-two and a half years pur- 


Gladstone when proposing the First | chase, or for twenty-two and a half years 


Reading of the Church Act. I regret | purchase of the land to the tithe-payer, the 
to say that I shall be obliged | amount of the purchase money to be paid 


to quote at some little length from that | by forty-five annual instalments at the 
speech, because it has been the basis of Tate of £4 10s, per annum on ithe pur- 
the whole of this discussion. He came | Chase money. : W hat happened r When 
to that portion of his Bill which dealt | the Church Bill was introduced in Com- 
with the disposition of the tithe rent-| mittee the famous Clause 32 of the Bill 
charge, and he announced that it was his | VS altered and appeared in a different 
intention to offer the tithe rent-charge to | shape—in_ the shape in which it now 
the landlords of Ireland at twenty-two | stands. That is an important point to 
and a half years purchase. Mr. Glad- | remember. It was then proposed to sell 
stone said*—-. | the tithe rent-charge at the same number 
; |of years purchase—twenty-two and a 
hipaa - ——, yong tc age Bae |half years—but the landlords were 
years purchase, not of the old gros: , b es 

of the £75 a year. We make that offer because | allowed to deduct from the tthe 
we think there may be landlords in Ireland | Tent-charge under the new arrange- 
who will be on ey at once to wind up the| ment what they had paid on the 
nt with us. But, if Gentlemen will | average of the last five years for poor 
isten to me, they will see that we have another | ,, : ene ‘ 
alternative for those who may not be disposed | rate, which, under the Poor : Rate 
to purchase the tithe rent-charge out and out | Act of 1838, they had the power to 
in money down at 22) years purchase. It is | deduct from the tithe rent-charge. There- 


this: we make them a compulsory sale.” ‘fore the actual amount was reduced by a 


[would ask hon, Members to bear this | Considerable poundage. R Brose Mes 
inmind. This was the alternative pro- | a ae + jennie in t wth see — 
posed in the Church Bill. Mr. Gladstone | tHe annua EMEENS WHR Te og h — 
sitinasd | £4 10s. per cent. to £4 9s., and the in- 
+“ a ‘ | stalments were extended to fifty-two 
“I have not the least idea anyone will | years instead of forty-five years. That 
object to that. We convey the tithe rent- - . y uM elle Zi 
charge to them under the following conditions. | bien the second form of Clause 32 as 
We charge them in our book with £2,250 for | introduced in the Committee on the 
every net £100 a year tithe rent-charge ; that Church Act. I desire to emphasise what 
ang ie sulk thane os tithe ae - «| Mr. Gladstone said as to the amount of 
_to | em 4} per cent. e then | nore : 7 i 
credit them on the other side with a loan of | the inter ost On which the money to pur 
equal amount. We provide that they shall | chase the tithes was to be lent. That had 
pay off that loan by annual instalments with | disappeared out of the calculation alto- 
germ bac rate of interest to be charged | gether, and it was proposed that the 
he instalment is 34 per cent. The con- | tithe should be extinguished in the case 


sequence is that a fund of 1 per cent. will! 
remain as a sinking fund to absorb the | Of those not ready to pay by fifty- 


principal. The purchaser of the tithe rent-| two annual instalments calculated 
charge in that form, except that he will yet | at £4 Qs. per cent. on the amount 


rid of the fluctuation—for we must give him a | ve "3 chase 
fixed amount—will not be called upon to | . “ry Seg A and > hart youre gee 
make any addition whatever to his annual | ? the net tithe rent-charge as distin- 


payment. He will be liable for the annual | guished from the gross, being the tithe 
payment for a term of forty-five years, and at | rent-charge less the amount for poor rate. 


the close of the term he will under this | This second proposal was substituted for 
arrangement have the rent-charge, whatever | th * | Penner j 
| e previous proposal, an in e course 


* See The Parliamentary Debates [Third | of the long debate on Clause 32 no oom 
Series], Vol. exciv., p. 448. | plaint was made on behalf of the Irish 




















471 Tithe Rent-Charge 


landlords as to the change proposed. I} 


am indignant to find the landlords— 


who allege that there was a miscalcula- | 


tion and misunderstanding, which is 


absolutely without foundation—going back | 
on the speech of Mr. Gladstone intro- | 


ducing the Bill originally, and utterly 
ignoring the debate on Clause 32 in the 
amended form, that clause being in sub- 
stitution of the proposal in the Bill as it 
originally stood. What we have to deal 
with is the proposal in Clause 32 as it 
appeared before the Committee on the 


Church Bill. The first - observation 
I have to make in regard to the 
proposal in Clause 32 is this. 


Suppose that there had been a mis-. 


calculation, or suppose that the terms 
of Clause 32 as finally debated in the 
House were less favourable to the Irish 
landlords than the original terms proposed 
in the first draft of the Irish Church Bill, 
am I to be told for a single moment 
that the landlords in this House would 
not have made a strong demand upon 
the Government to give them better 
terms? But in the whole course of the 
discussion no such contention was put 
forward, as far as I can find out, on 
behalf of the Irish landlords. On' 
the contrary, as I shall show beyond 
all question, the proposal of the Govern- 
ment was accepted by all parties— 
Liberals, Radicals, and landlords—as a 
gift to the Irish landlords in order 
to mitigate their opposition to the Bill. 
That proposal, which was dealt with in 
the discussions as a gift to the land- 
lords, was not the original proposal to 
which Mr. Gladstone’s speech referrred 
in introducing the Bill. I have already 
alluded to some of the language which 
was used in the course of the debate on 
Clause 32. Here is what Mr. Gladstone | 
himself said, “It was that con- 
sideration of policy which led the Govern- 
ment.” What I want to direct theattention 
of the Committee tois that Mr. Gladstone’s 
speech in defending the fifty-two years 
was a speech of apology against the 
attacks of Mr. Disraeli and the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. The. 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer said, 
in answer to Mr. Gladstone’s defence of 


the 3} per cent.—— 


| 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: What authority 
has the hon. Gentleman for saying the | 
interest was 34 per cent. ! 


Mr. Dillon, \ 
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Mr. DILLON: What authority have 
| 1% Does the right hon. Gentleman deny 
that it isso? Does he mean to tell me 
that when Mr. Gladstone introduced a 
proposal to extinguish this sum of money 
| by fifty-two annual payments of £4 9s, 
per cent. he did not know that it involved 
an interest of £31 6s, 3d.? You may say 
that Mr. Gladstone’s politics were false 
and that his principles of finance were 
faulty, but this is the first time I have 
ever heard it suggested that he could not 
work out such a simple sum as that. 
Such a supposition is grotesque in the 
extreme. But mark what it involves. It 
means that not only were Mr. Gladstone 
and the Treasury deceived, but every 
Member of the House of Commons was 
deceived. Dealing with this proposal, 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said*— 

“He yielded to no one in the force of his 
objections to many of the tenets of the Roman 
Catholic religion, and he could not witness 
with entire approval the payments to May- 
nooth. But he would rather see the whole of 
this tithe rent-charge devoted tothe purposes of 
the Roman Catholic religion, than see it taken 
from the Church and appropriated to purely 
secular objects. In his opinion the proposal 
of the Government combined sacrilege with 
bribery. These were strong words, but nothing 
less strong would express his feelings. He 
believed it was sacrilege because it was taking 
away from the Church property to which the 
State had no right, and devoting it to secular 
purposes and bribery; also because it was 
admitted to secure the consent of the landlords 


‘by handing over to them the property upon 


terms making the transfer a gift and not a 
sale.” 


Then we come to Sir Frederick Heygate, 
the Member for Derry, one of the leading 
members of the landlord party— 


“He quite agreed with his hon. friend Sir 
Michael Hicks Beach that the clause was 
nothing less than bribery and sacrilege. The 
Irish landlords were, in fact, asked to take a 
bribe and assist the Government to pass the 
Bill.” 


Then comes Colonel Barttelot, who also 
denounced the proposal ; and I must read 
an extract from the speech of one who 
was as great an authority on finance as 
anybody in his day—the late Mr. Faw- 
cett. He said— 

‘““He was astonished when he heard the 








* This and the succeeding quotations are 
from The Parliamentary Debates {Third Series], 
Vol. exevi. The debate on clause 32 com- 
mences at page 23 of that volume. 
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proposition made; he had consulted distin- , and in the House of Commons was almost. 
guished Members of the House about it, and | entirely in the hands of the Irish land- 
they said: ‘We know it is making an enor- heii te Ba iaiitties deal ca that 
mous present to Irish landlords, but we | *0FGS, 10 1S an absurdity to argue that. 
must do something to grease the wheels, to they were not a party to that enactment 
conciliate hostility and buy off opposition.”” | when they allowed it to pass through 
| without protest. They were parties to it. 
The reason I have referred to and quoted | because the right of varying tithes in 
these speeches again is to make it per-| Ireland was practically a nullity. That 
fectly clear that all these statements right had been so fenced round with 
made in the course of the debate on | difficulties that, during the thirty years. 
Clause 32 had_ reference to the proposal which had intervened since the settle- 
which is now in force and is the law of | ment, out of 2,400 parishes the tithes had 
the land, and that they had no reference | heen varied in only sixty. One reason 
to any proposal of 3} per cent. for forty- | the landlords permitted the Act of 1872 
five annual instalments. In his opening to pass was that it was thought the 
= ‘ Ae ° 
remarks the present Chancellor of the | yariation might do them more harm than 
Exchequer put this point remarkably | good, but the main reason was that it 
clearly— was a matter of indifference, because it 
| .aTIo ini ‘ 7 
“The second part of the clause, the omission | og right they never exercised. When 
of which was moved, consisted of a financial | the Government contend that the land- 
prveess under which the landlords would, for | lords of Ireland, in accepting the Act of 
52 years, continue to pay to the State the| 1872 as part and parcel of the settle- 
exact sum which they had hitherto paid to! ment under the Church Act, were not. 
the Church; and at the end of that time would | ki «1 Seal “we ; aki 
in reality obtain the tithe rent-charge as a | ™@kIng a bargain, they are speaking 
gift.” against the facts of the case. No 
clearer case of Parliamentary _bar- 


There was no doubt about it inthe minds | gaining was ever put on record in 
of the House, and in the face of these | this House. But the question of varia- 
statements it is perfectly monstrous to | bility as affected by the Act of 1872 has 
talk about a miscalculation. Notwith-| no bearing on the present proposal. This 
standing the appeals of Mr. Gladstone, | clause does not deal with the variable 
which were not on logical grounds or | tithe rent charge, but with the invariable 
grounds of finance, but on grounds of | terminable annuities, and those invariable 
policy and expediency, Mr. Fawcett and | terminable annuities were set up by the 
other leading Radicals divided against the | landlords availing themselves of the 
clause on the ground that it was too | terms of Clause 32, which were admitted 
favourable to the landlords and that it | by everybody to be in the nature of a gift 
gave away public funds to private indi-| and a bribe to the landlords. I turn now 
viduals, What was the result? In that} to the effect of this proposal on the 
division every single Irish landlord in this | Church Fund. First of all I will direct 
House voted Ke mee rd = clause. I attention to a very remarkable debate: 
age teeeradp empha eter Ao-neees. jomliegger which took place in this House in 1894. 


Act there is not the slightest shred of ‘ : ; rte: 
justification for the contention that there The Church Fund is a very extraordinary 


was any miscalculation or possibility of | fund; it reminds one of the widow's. 
misunderstanding. What happened after- | cruse—it has frequently been said to be 
wards? Clause 32 made to the Irish | exhausted, and still millions can be drawn 
landlords an offer which they eagerly ac-| from it. In 1894 the right hon. Gentle- 
cepted. There was no compulsion ; they hs: Meaaliod® ‘tin: Weceacens boleh 
were absolutely free to accept the terms — : : 5 
or to remain as they were. It is said that | in a Bill to reinstate the evicted Irish 
under the Act of 1872 the right to vary | tenants, and in connection with that Bill 
which was still retained -by those|it was proposed to lay a charge of 
who did not sess a a md £100,000 on the Irish Church Fund for 
answer to that is that that clause of the acilitati -ati 
: the purpose of facilitating that operation. 
9 S . . 
oe Sere eee cee ee On the first reading of the Bill the First 
without a single word of protest or ; , 
Lord of the Treasury got up immediately 


objection from any Irish landlord, and, . ‘ 
seeing that in those days the representa- after the right hon. Gentleman proposed 


tion of Ireland both in the House of Lords! the Bill, and made a very impassioned 
| 
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speech, in the course of which he used 
the following language* 





“Following the order of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s explanation, I now come to the amount to 
be taken from the [rish Church surplus in order 
to ineet the necessities of the Bill. I have no 
observations tomake on that point. First, when 
I was in office, and had official means of infor- 
mation on those points, I was assured that the 
Irish Church surp!us was mortgaged up to the 
hilt. The number of charges upon it were 
such that, after we had taken the £1,500,000 
required for the Congested Board, practically 
nothing would be left behind. Whether since 
that time any circumstances have come to the 
knowledge of the Treasury, the right hon. 
Gentleman will inform me at a later stage of 
the Bill ; but my official advisers at that time 
informed me that nothing beyond the £1,500,000 
was available for any public purpose ; and if 
we are to charge that fund with £100,000, or 
with a larger sum, and the fund proves to be 
insufticient to meet the liability, it will be 
impossible for the British taxpayer to flatter 
himself that he will get off without having to 
make up the deficiency.” 


The soul of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury was wrung with anxiety, fearing the 
contingent liability on the British tax- 
payer. Since then we have had a Bill 
setting up in Ireland a Department of 
Agriculture, by which the Church Fund 
is charged with £70,000 a year, which, 
I make out, is the interest on about 
£2,700,000. We are now invited to hand 
over from this fund to the landlords 
£1,200,000 in cash, and furthermore to 
reduce the income of the fund by about 
£30,000 a year, or to hand over to the 
landlords over £2,000,000 more. That 
is to say, that more than £4,000,000 are 
to be charged upon this fund, which, 
according to the First Lord of the 
Treasury, could not bear an additional 
charge of £100,000 in 1894. The next 
point is the Treasury Memorandum of 
1895, which was drawn up in connection 
with the proposal to reduce the selling 
price of tithe rent-charge in the case of 
sales under the and Purchase Acts. This 
Memorandum at great length pointed out 
as one of the main grounds for refusing 
to give the Treasury consent to this pro- 
posal of the Land Commission that the 
Irish Church Fund would be made bank- 
rupt by such consent. The Treasury 
Memorandum states that the calculation 
of the Land Commission was that such 
consent would involve a loss of over 
£800,000 to the Church Fund. The pro- 
posal of the Land Commission was that, 
whereas in all sales up to that date they 

* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. xxiii., page 886. 


Mr. Dillon. 
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were obliged to redeem tithe rent-charge 
at twenty-two and a half years purchase, 


they should in future be allowed to re- 


deem it at twenty years purchase, and 
also be allowed to redeem the perpetual 
annuities on a basis of forty-five years 
payments instead of fifty-two. It was 
argued by the Treasury that such a pro- 
posal would involve a loss of over 
£800,000, and that the Church Fund 
could not bear such a loss. But then, 
within six months, overriding its own 
decision and argument, the Treasury 
granted its consent, so that in addition to 
the sums I have mentioned, there is this 
possible loss of £800,000. Where are 
we as regards the solvency of the Church 
Fund? When the Government were 
pressed on this matter last year they pre- 
pared a fresh Memorandum to show that 
the Church Fund was solvent, and a most 
extraordinary document it is. In the 
first place, the Memorandum declares that 
they abandon all attempt to estimate the 
assets or liabilities of the fund, and then 
it goes on to say that the estimate which 
is given of the receipts and liabilities of 
the fund for the next forty-five years is 
made up on the supposition that no more 
sales occur in the Land Courts. I contend 
that that is turning our whole discussion 
into a perfect farce. All Ireland are in 
favour of expediting sales in the Land 
Courts; they are going on now at the 
rate of £2,000,000 or £3,000,000 worth 
of property per annum, and there is grow- 
ing up in Ireland a strong agitation for 
some means of greatly facilitating this 
process of sale, and yet we are invited to 
discuss this whole subject and consider 
the capacity of the Church Fund to stand 
this charge on the supposition that the 
sales in the Land Courts stop, and that 
no further sales are effected. A more 
grotesque and extraordinary theory 
was never placed before Parliament. 
Having made that impossible assumption, 
they proceed to make an estimate of the 
condition of the fund during the next 
forty years. What does it come to! 
They attempt to show that, even suppos- 
ing the present Bill passes into law, the 
fund will remain solvent until the year 
1946-47 with a very small surplus, and 
that after that date it will probably be 
necessary to seriously diminish the pro- 
vision made for the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. This gift to the landlords will 
seriously diminish the Irish Church Fund, 
and will affect the grant to the Agricul- 
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tural Department. This is an extra- 
ordinary instance of the recklessness of 
the Government, for having started a de- 
partment to which they attach enormous 
importance for instructing Irishmen in 
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' must have made a profit of something like 


| £1,000,000 by this process. 


the art of agriculture, and having given | 


us the hope that if it is successful a 


further sum will be granted, the Govern- | 
ment now come forward with a proposal | 


to take a further sum from that very 
fund from which the agricultural grant 
is drawn. Does the right hon. Gentle- 


man anticipate that the Purchase Acts. 


will cease to operate? In the Bill of 


1896 a great concession was made to. 


the Irish landlords. 
that Act the Land Commission had the 
power to order the redemption of the tithe 


at twenty years purchase and to order the 
redemption on the basis of forty-five 
years instalments. 
of £850,000; but still it was an induce- 
ment to sell. Under that concession a 
landlord had a_ bonus for selling 
an estate to his tenant. If he sold his 
estate he could redeem the tithe rent- 
charge at twenty years purchase, but 
if he did not sell he could only redeem 
the tithe rent-charge at twenty-two and 
a half years purchase. If the land- 
lord sold his estate he could redeem at 
forty-five years instalments, and if he did 
not sell the period would be fifty.two 
years. I admit it was an inroad on public 
funds for the benefit of the landlords, but 
it had this advantage, that it was a bribe 
to facilitate sale. The Government now 
propose to block and obstruct this pro- 
cess of sale, because they withdraw by 
this clause from the landlords the in- 
-ducement to sell which existed under the 
Act of 1896. 


withdraw from the Irish landlords that 
inducement to sell their estates which 


ment have no ground or argument in sup- 
port of the present proposal in what was 
done in 1896. This clause is simply a 


‘Shameless attempt to take a large por- 


tion of the public funds in order to hand 
it over to the landlords of Ireland. Be- 
fore finally moving the rejection of this 
clause, I want to appeal to the Govern- 
ment, if they do consider it necessary to 
hand over this money, to at least take 
it from the profits which the Treasury has 
made by lending money at 34 per cent. 


So far as this clause has | 
any effect it will have a tendency to 


to the Irish Church Fund. The Treasury 


Under Clause 37 of | 


If they 
adopted this course they would not be 
depriving the Irish people of money which 
could be devoted to much more useful 
purposes. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Member had admitted that the question 
was a very complicated one, but he had 
evidently failed to understand it. The 
case of the Government was strengthened 
by the fact that while the hon. Member 
for East Mayo had referred at length to 
the provisions of the Irish Church Act of 


| 1869 he had scarcely mentioned the Act 


That involved a loss | 


Therefore the Govern- | 


; 72 
rent-charge in case of sale to the tenant | of 1872 at all. 
‘left out of account altogether the fact 


The hon. Member had 


that landlords were entitled to'deduct the 
poor rate before paying the tithe, and in 
his estimate of the capital value of the 
tithe he had based his calculation upon 
the gross tithe rent-charge and not upon 
the net value. Therefore the value would 
be rather more than £800,000 less than 
the amount stated. In regard to the Act 
of 1869, in the first place Mr. Gladstone 
proposed that thesaleshould be compulsory, 
but, for some reason, during the interval 
between his introductory speech and the 
printing of the Bill, Mr.Gladstone changed 
his mind, and the compulsory proposal 
was dropped. It was then pointed out to 
Mr. Gladstone that he had neglected to 
take into consideration this question of 
the reduction of the poor-rate, and in 
Committee he corrected this mistake by 
moving without comment an Amendment. 


|The hon. Member stated that in doing so 


Mr. Gladstone was increasing the rate of 
interest from £3 10s. to£3 16s. per cent., 
but he asked what authority had the 
hon. Member for making that statement ? 
He could not point to any statement 
made by Mr. Gladstone to that effect. He 
merely said that he was bound toassume it 
because Mr. Gladstone was a great financier, 
and knew what he was doing. He (Mr. Bal- 
four) was ready to admit Mr. Gladstone’s 
merits as a financier, but he was bound 
to say that the hon. Member was wrong 
in asserting that Mr. Gladstone, while 
making the reduction for the poor-rate, at 
the same time increased the interest from 
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£3 10s. to £3 16s., for that was not Mr. | 


Gladstone’s idea in making those further 
proposals. As Mr. Gladstone stated in 
introducing the Bill, the clause con- 
tained two proposals, one providing for 
a cash payment and the other for an 


annuity extending over fifty-two years. | 


But it was also provided that there should 
be a reduction of such sum based upon an 
average of five years, which the purchaser 
should be entitled to deduct from the 
tithe rent-charge in regard to the poor 
rate. What Mr. Gladstone really did 
was to allow a reduction of the amount 
of poor rate in respect of this pay- 
ment, but what he gave with one 
hand in that way he took away 
with the other, for he increased the period 
from forty-five to fifty-two years. The 
point was that the admission of this 
seven years exactly made the difference 
between the payment by the landlords of 
the net and the gross tithe rent-charge. 
What Mr. Gladstone intended to do was 
to allow the tithe rent-charge payer to 
pay asum less the amount of the poor 
rate, but at the same time, in order to 
preserve the gross amount of the Church 
Fund, he deliberately increased the period 
from forty-five to fifty-two years. So far 
it could not be contended that the tithe 
rent payer had any grievance, because 
under the Act of 1869 the tithe 
rent-charge payer could redeem not 
by an annuity but by a cash pay- 
ment, and he was called upon 
to redeem not the net but the gross tithe 
rent-charge. Therefore the tithe rent- 
charge payer who redeemed in cash was 
placed by the provision of the Act of 1869 
in precisely the same position as the tithe 
rent-charge payer who redeemed by an 
annuity. 
real disparity commenced. In the Bill of 
1872 a condition was introduced to the 
effect that the tithe rent-charge payer 
who had redeemed in cash was entitled to 
deduct the poor rate. That Bill passed 
through the House practically without 
discussion, and Mr. Gladstone never ex- 
plained his proposal upon this point. The 
hon. Member for East Mayo dwelt at 
enormous length upon the provisions of 
the Act of 1869, but he said practically 
nothing about the Act of 1872. There- 
fore, he entirely ignored the real essence 
of the case. How could it be defended 


that the tithe rent-charge payer who paid | Agriculture. 


in cash was entitled to pay a smaller sum, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour. 


It was not until 1872 that the | 


‘of this 
believed that 
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while the annuitant was called upon to 
pay a larger sum ? 


Mr. DILLON: That is not the case, 
and I absolutely deny it. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said he still 
asserted that that was absolutely the case. 
The hon. Member had practically ignored 
the Act of 1872. As to the hon. 
Member’s remarks upon the effect this 
proposal would have upon the Irish 
Church Fund, it was not his business to. 
defend that fund. What he did say, 
however, was that he had had these 
calculations in the Treasury Memorandum 
checked again and again in every pos- 
sible way, and he believed the figures in 
that Memorandum might be taken as 
being as nearly accurate as circumstances 
would allow. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo made a great point of the fact that 
the loss upon land purchase transactions 
was not taken into account, but he should 
have read a little more from the latter 
part of the Memorandum, which says— 


“It remains to consider the effect of redemp- 
tions in cases of sale under the Land Purchase 
Acts £100 per annum of tithe rent-charge 
is sold under those Acts for £2,000, which sum 
could not be applied so as to reduce the net 
annual charge on the Fund by more than§£60. 
So there would be a loss of £40 per annum for 
every £100 per annum of tithe rent-charge 
redeemed. In the case of tithe annuities, per- 
petuity rents, mortgages, and land annuities, 
the loss would be proportionately less, and the 
loss on tithe and bed annuities must diminish 
as they draw nearer to their close. If such 
redemptions continued on a considerable scale, 
it would ultimately become necessary to reduce 
the provision of £70,000 per annum under the 
Agricultural Bill; not, however, in the near 
future.” 


When speaking on the Second Reading 
Bill, he stated that he 
if the land purchase 
transactions went on in future at 
about the same pace as they had lately 
_ done, the effect on the Church Fund would 
'be that it would still be able to afford 
this charge for fifteen years, and probably 
for thirty years, and that after thirty 
_years they might be able to still pay 
£70,000 a year to the Department of 
He quite agreed with what 
the hon. Member had szid in regard to 
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the desirability of preserving the Church 
Fund, but he did not think it was incum- 
bent upon the House to dwell too care- 
fully upon what might happen a genera- 
tion hence. He ventured to say that if 


the Department of Agriculture proved a | 


success tne final result would be not that 
these amounts would be diminished, but 
that they would be increased. But the 
fact that they might be unable to pay 


this large sum to the Department of Agri- , 


culture was not, in his judgment, a suf 
cient reason why they should refuse to do 
justice to those whose payments consti- 
tuted the Church Fund. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): As I understand the case it is 
simply this. Originally the persons liable 
for tithe rent-charge in Ireland had the 
option of adopting two methods. I 
understand that some tithe payers con- 
tinue to pay the full tithe now. The 
others, I believe, have the option of elect- 
ing to adopt either one of two systems. 
The Act of 1872 dealt in two different 
ways with two different classes of credi- 
tors, but it does not necessarily follow 
that there was any injustice to either of 
them, and in this respect I think the right 
hon Gentleman has conspicuously failed 
to make out his case. Who knows—he 
evidently does not—what the mind of 
Parliament was in 1872 in creating what 
he calls this disparity ? The right hon. 
Gentleman was not in the House when 
the Act was passed; I was not in the 
House, and many hon. Members now 
present were not Members of the House 
at that time. Those who were then 
Members of the House appear to be under 
an obligation to inform us what was the 
Par liamentary understanding then arrived 
at. The Chancellor of the ‘Exchequer in 
particular, whose views have been cited 
during this debate in a sense entirely 
favourable to the contention of hon. 
Members from Ireland, has not favoured 
us with an explanation, and until he does 
so, I must take it that the contention of 
the hon. Members from Ireland must he 
true. I have listened very carefully 
to the speech of the Member for 
East Mayo, but I felt all the time that 
he was merely beating the air. This Bill 
is no new thing in this House. It is part 
of the policy to which an enormous 
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majority of this House of Commons during 
its whole career has devoted itself. I will 
not go into a retrospect of the various 
Acts which have been based, in my 
opinion, on the principle on which this 
Act was based. The first was an Act 
which took public money and gave it in 
relief of rates. Then there was a similar 
Act by which public money was granted 
in aid of Voluntary schools ; that was 
public money given to a particular class. 
Then there was a section in the Finance 
Act two or three years ago, by which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer put money 
into the pockets of a particular class. 
Then came the enormous bribe which was 
given to the Irish landlords in order to 
grease the wheels of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, and then, last year, we had the 
Act by which tithe rent-charge benefices 
were to be paid out of public funds. 
Every one of these Acts was based on the 
principle of this Bill. There is one 
difference, and only one, between the five 
measures to which I have referred and 
the present proposal. In Her Majesty’s 
Speech from the Throne we were told 
that this Bill was going to be introduced, 
but we were also told that no domestic 
reforms which involved a large expendi- 
ture of money could be undertaken. I 
suppose this may be called a domestic 
reform, and I am told it involves an 
expenditure of 24 millions. But what 
is the difference between it and the 
measures to which I have referred ? 
They were paid for out of the Imperial 
Exchequer, whereas this is going to be 
paid for out of the miserable remnant of 
the Irish Church Fund. I object alto- 
gether to the provosals contained in this 
Bill, but speaking here as a Scotch Mem- 
ber, I declare I would rather see this 
relief a charge upon Imperial resources 
than on the small remnant of the Irish 
Church Fund which was to be devoted to 
purely Irish purposes. If this is a good 
thing, let us do it out of our own pockets, 
and let us not rob Ireland, for the sake of 
a small class, of money intended for the 
Irish people. I shall vote with my hon. 
friend against this clause. 


Mr. T. P. O;CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): The last time I had the 
honour of addressing the House on the 
Irish question I condoled with the right 
hon and gallant Gentleman opposite on 
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what I ventured to call the somewhat 
pathetic position he occupied in this House 
—always lamenting the condition of the 
class to which he belonged. I reverse 
that statement to-night, and I congratu- 
late the right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
on one of the most remarkable Parlia- 
mentary achievements that any man has 
ever been able to carry out in this House. 
He and his friends have succeeded in 
getting the Government to reverse the 
whole process of legislation, and to give to 
a particular class in Ireland monetary 
compensation previously refused in nearly 
every single case. Take some of the 
cases we have seen in this House. An 
unfortunate man is wrongly convicted ; 
he is sent for years to imprisonment, 
he is deprived of the means 
of earning his livelihood, and his 
wife and children are deprived of his 
assistance as the breadwinner. ‘Take 
the case of the two Irishmen whose 
release was procured by the confession of 
Peace the murderer. They were im- 
prisoned for four or five years for a 
murder, and their relatives were deprived 
of their assistance as breadwinners. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8S. W.): 
These two men had no relatives. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Oh, yes, they 
had ; they were not married, but Irishmen 
always have relatives. A demand for 
compensation for these men was made, 
but ignominiously rejected by the Trea- 
sury. Officers in the Army and in the 
Navy who by admitted miscalculations, 
not conjectural miscalculations, have 
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_ extraordinary as the arguments he used to. 
support it. Take the speech we listened 
to a short time ago—a speech which 

I venture to say is the most interesting 

psychological as well as Parliamentary 

| study I have ever had the pleasure of 
hearing in this House. The right hon. 
| Gentleman lays down the principle that. 
we are to judge of the intentions of Par- 
liament, not by the words of Acts of Par- 
| liament, but by the ideas which he pro- 
jects into the minds of gentlemen 
responsible for them thirty years ago, 
| Why, Sir, if the right hon. Gentleman 
were to come before any of the Courts of 
| this country, and were to quote, by way 
of arriving at the interpretation of an Act 
of Parliament, speeches in debate in this 
House, any Judge in the land would stop 

_ him and say, ‘“‘ What we have to consider 

_are not the speeches by which the Bill 

| became an Act of Parliament ; our busi- 

‘ness is to interpret the words of the 
Statute before us. What was said dur- 
ing the discussion on the Bll has nothing 
to do with us.” Then the right hon. 
(Jentleman says that the Act of Parlia- 
ment says so and so and means something 

| else, and we ask him what are his reasons. 

|He admits that the Act of Parliament 
| prescribes a certain number of years for 
the repayment of a certain debt, but then 
| he goes on to say that when the Act said 
fifty-two it meant forty-five. What is 
| his proof? We read the speeches made 

for and against the Bill, and we read the 
| speeches of Mr. Gladstone and the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. According to 

the right hon. Gentleman Clause 32 of the 

‘Irish Church Act was a fraud on the 

landlords, but according to the Chan- 

| cellor of the Exchequer, who was in Par- 
| liament when the Bill was being discussed, 





been treated unfairly, have come to Par- | it was no fraud on the landlords at all, 
liament session after session and have | but a fraud on the Church, because it was 
demanded compensation, which has /a gift or a bribe to the landlords. In 
always been refused. And now, for the face of that the right hon. Gentleman now 


first time in the history of Parliament, the | 8Y8) “ Oh, really, I think I cannot give 


i ; e inner 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite, “UY Te#sons for that, except my own inne 
| consciousness and my power of reading 


representing the landlords of treland, | into the minds of people thirty years 
basing his claim on an alleged and con-| back. I think Mr. Gladstone must have 
jectural miscalculation thirty years ago, | meant not what he said but the opposite, 
is able to get from the Government for | and the Act of Parliament not what it 
his class a redemption of seven years. | said but the opposite ; and what the Chan- 
The right hon. and gallant Gentleman is | cellor of the Exchequer meant when he 
much to be congratulated on such a/ described certain proposals as a gift or 
remarkable achievement. The Chief | bribe to the landlords was not what he 
Secretary introduced this extraordinary | really meant, but that it was a fraud 
Bill, but I think tke Bill is not half so | on the landlords.” Then he says that 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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my hon. friend the Member for East | 
Mayo—whose mastery of this question, | 
as well as the energy and _persist- 
ence with which he is most properly 
fighting this iniquitous measure, entitle | 
him to the admiration of the House— | 
only paid attention to one Act and said | 
nothing about the Act of 1872. The | 
right hon. Gentleman says that Mr. | 
Gladstone could not have had present to | 
his mind all the facts of the case, and could | 
not have gone into all the details. Mr. | 
Gladstone made a certain proposal on the 

gross amount of the tithe-rent ; he found | 
that it was not charged on the gross but | 
on the net, and he then very probably | 
did justice to the landlords by calculating | 
on the net instead of on the gross, but | 
when he did that he very naturally and | 
properly increased the number of in-| 
stalments from forty-five to fifty-two. The | 
right hon, Gentleman says he took 
away with one hand what he gave. 
with the other, but it is perfectly evident 
that, having made a calculation which was 


unjust to the landlords, Mr. Gladstone | 
did justice in a second calculation, and | 


having done justice in that way he was 
bound also to do justice to the Treasury 
by increasing the instalments. 


with one hand what he gave with the 
other. 
says, “Oh, but look at the Act of 1872. 
See what injustice existed until that Act 
was passed.” That injustice affected 
only persons who had paid cash, because 


they were charged on the gross, whereas | 


persons who have bought by instalments 
were charged on thenet. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that this was an injustice. 
and so it was, and accordingly in 1872 


the cash purchasers were put in the same | 


position as those who redeemed by instal- 
ments. That injustice was removed, but 
is there any reason now why you should 
create a new injustice? I am absolutely 
unable to see how the right hon. Gentle- 
man can use the Act of 1872 as any 
justification whatever for the proposals in 
this Bill. The right hon. Gentleman has 
alluded to the Irish Church Fund. I will 
not go into the question at length, but I 
must say that it is a very startling thing 
that, in face of the admitted needs of Ire- 
land, we have this Government making a 
present to the Irish landlords of a 
large amount of money, not one 


{3 JuLy 1900} 


That 1s | 
what the right hon. Gentleman means by | 
saying that Mr. Gladstone took away | 


Then the right hon. Gentleman | 


(Ireland) Bill. 486 


titled to. If any such proposal had been 
made seven or eight years ago, I believe 


_the House of Commons then in existence: 


would have stood aghast and amazed. 
at it. In fact, I believe that the right hon.. 
and gallant Gentleman in his heart of 
hearts is really in a state of almost 
bewildered and benumbed surprise at 
finding any Government so reckless as to 
make such a proposal. The right hon. 
and gallant Gentleman and his friends 
have again and again complained in this 
House of the manner in which their pro- 
perty, or what they are pleased to calli 
their property, has been transferred to: 
the Irish tenants. I say “ what they are 
pleased to call their property” because: 
they make no allowance for the fact that 
the value of the land has been increased 
by the labour of the tenants. The right. 
hon. and gallant Gentleman says that. 


| when Englishmen desire to do justice to. 
|the oppressed people in Ireland, what: 


| they mean is that they are going to take 
/money out of the pockets of one class of 
Irishmen in order to give it to another 
class. I think there is a good deal in that 
contention. Let us apply that point of 
view to the present Bill. The Govern- 
ment say that the unfortunate Irish land- 
lords have been suffering a gross injustice: 
for thirty years owing to a miscalculation 
—a simple matter of arithmetic—which 
was made by the greatest financier of our- 
time, and the Government in a noble 
spirit of righteousness propose to right 
this wrong. How do they propose to do 
|it? Not by taking money from English 
pockets, but by taking money out of the 
Irish Church Fund, which was intended 
'by Mr. Gladstone for the relief of Irish, 
| distress, and then they talk of the noble- 
| spirit of righteousness in which they have: 
| righted the wrongs of the Irish landlords. 
|I think it is shameless on the part of the 
| Government—in face of the many calls 
| there are for relief in Ireland—in face of 
the festering sore of the evicted tenants 
| for whom session after session we have 
|asked assistance—to come forward with 
| this proposal. 


| Mr. FLYNN: I have had some years. 
‘experience in this House, but I have 
| never heard so many inconsequential, per- 


| plexed and confused arguments used as 
| ‘ : 
|have been employed in connection with 


penny of which, I believe, they are en- | this Bill. I should have thought that, if” 
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the right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secre- 
tary were justified in the statements 
he made in defence of this proposal, 
either the Chancellor of the Exchequer or 
the Secretary of the Treasury would have 
defended the acts of the Treasury. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that the Act 
of 1869, amended by the Act of 1872, 
means something different from what it 
states, but he has brought absolutely no 
proof either from the speeches on the Bill 
of 1869 or from the speeches on the Bill 
of 1872 which can overthrow one single 
figure or fact advanced by my hon. friend 
the Member for East Mayo. What does 
the whole foundation of this clause rest 


on? That the ‘Treasury has been 
making a serious mistake all these 
years. In the Treasury Minute of 


1895 it was stated that no case existed 
to support the charge of wrong-doing to- 
wards the Irish landlords, but by some 
strange concatenation of circumstances, 
some fortuitous concurrence of political 
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advocating the existence of an injustice 
which they themselves previously denied, 
This is a matter of the most serious im- 
portance, and I think we are entitled to 
have some declaration from the Treasury 
before we proceed further. I think also 
we are entitled to know how the Irish 
Church Fund will stand if this Bill he- 
comes law. The Chief Secretary does 
not know, and we do not know whether the 
Agricultural Department will receive the 
£70,000 a year allotted to it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 144 
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Question put 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
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accordingly, 
Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
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“That | 
| Noes, 64. 


AYES. 


| Charrington, Spencer 

rr ‘oghill, a is Harry 

( ‘ollings, | “Hon. Jesse 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 143 
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again this day. 
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Palmer, George W m.(Peading) 
Peare, Joseph A. (Northumb. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
Richardson, J. (Durham,S. E.) 
Roberts, Jolin Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-'l'ees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Sinelair,Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddrstld 
Woods, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
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(In the Committee.) 


Committee report Progress. 


sit 


withdrawn. 


Considered in Committee. 


Order for Committee discharged ; Bill 


Adjourned at twenty minates after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





TAUNTON CORPORATION BILL, 


As amended, considered. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, S.): I 
desire to move a new Clause, the object of 
which is to give a right of appeal to any 
person aggrieved. I may say that the 
clause which appears on the Paper is 
taken verbatim from the Public Health 
(Scotland) Act, 1897, except as far as it 
is necessary to alter it in regard to the 
different procedure and jurisdiction in 
Scotland and England. It will be noticed 
that while the clause gives the right of 
appeal to any person aggrieved by an 
order made by the corporation, yet, 
pending the decision of that appeal, it is 
provided that the order shall remain in 
force. I think | have guarded in every 
possible way, therefore, against any in- 
justice to the corporation in this matter. 
I am asking the House to remedy a 
decided injustice, because under this Bill 
power is given to the corporation to act 
as judge, jury, and prosecutor, without 
any right of appeal, except under Clause 
90, to the court of quarter sessions. But 
it might happen that the quarter sessions 
had just sat, and frequently it would be 
three months before the appeal could be 
heard. I cannot see why this clause 
should be so much opposed, considering 


that it really carries out the views 
of the County Councils Association, 
and [I therefore venture to appeal 


for the help of all those gentlemen 
who are interested in county councils 
and know their worth. The question has 
been discussed before, and I do not think 
it necessary to. labour the point any 
further. All I ask is that before a man 
is judged by the corporatien and finally 
condemned, he should have a right of 
appeal to an independent body. I beg to 
move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 18, after line 25, to insert the 
words, ‘It shall be open to any local authority, 
dairyman, or person aggrieved by any such 


order or withdrawal of such order to appeal ina | 
‘Summary manner to a court of petty sessions 
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having jurisdiction in the district in which the 
dairy is situated, and the court may either 
make an order requiring the dairyman to cease 
from supplying milk, or may vary or rescind 
any order which has been made by the local 
authority, and they may at any time withdraw 
any order made under this section. Pending 
the disposal of any such appeal the order shall 
remain in force.’ ””—(Mr. Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): I might say I am 
in hearty sympathy with the wishes of the 
hon. Member who moved this clause, and 
I am also a member of the County 
Councils Association, to whose views he 
says he is giving effect, but Iam bound 
to say that I have never been able to 
convince myself that there was any real 
danger to county authorities, or even to 
the dignity and reputation of the rural 
districts, by the clauses which have been 
asked for by the boroughs. The whole 
question has been discussed on previous 
occasions, and I understand that now the 
opposition to what are known as the model 
clauses is abandoned, and in its place we 
are met with what I admit is a far more 
moderate and defensible proposal, namely, 
that there should be an appeal against 
the orders of the corporations in these 
cases. In principle I entirely agree with 
that, and so, I believe, does the House as 
a whole, because there is no Bill before 
the House, and least of all this Bill, in 
which there is no appeal clause. My hon. 
friend has himself pointed out that there 
is an appeal clause in this Bill, and it 
stands to reason that in all these Bills 
which deal not only generally with cases 
relating to tuberculosis and the general 
question of the milk supply, but also 
with a very great number of other 
questions, following the policy laid down 
by Parliament in the Summary Jurisdic- 
tion Act, 1879, there should be an appeal 
to the court of quarter sessions. My 
hon. friend has said, and to a certain 
extent truly, that the time which no 
doubt elapses beuween the meetings of the 
quarter sessions will in these cases render 
the appeal to the quarter sessions of no 
substantial value to the appellant. That 
also applies to his own clause, beeause the 
appeal he proposes is, not to any justices 


| sitting daily, who could deal with the 
' question rapidly and at once, but to 


justices sitting in petty sessions, and such 
a court meets only fortnightly, or some- 


T 
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times even monthly. Therefore, 
not of very great value. But no great 
harm would be done if the words were 
added to the Bill, because I think in 


practice they would not be made use, 


of. That being so I ask whether 
there would be any objection in 
adding them. Even putting aside the 
unwillingness of a dairyman to drag all 
his doings and alleged misdoings into 
a court of quarter sessions or petty 
sessions, which I think is the strongest 
argument of all, [ have very grave doubts 
as to whether this clause is really worth 
the paper on which it is printed. There 
are many minor objections I might urge. 
I cannot see why a local authority outside 
the borough, or why another person 
aggrieved, who might be a rival dairy- 
man, are to be brought in as possible 
appellants. I am bound to say I cannot 
see that any good would be obtained by 
adding the words to the Bill. I was in 
very great hopes that the Committee up- 
stairs when they added the appeal clause 
to the Bill had, to say the least, gone-a 
very long way towards meeting the oppo- 
sition on this question, but I fail to see 
that the position would be improved by 
the adoption of this proposed clause. 


CoLONEL WELBY (Taunton): I am 
very sorry I cannot support the new 
clause proposed by the hon. Member for 
South Somersetshire, as I have very gladly 
acted with him in former attempts to 
alter this particular clause in Corporation 
Bills. I am obliged to oppose the pro- 
posal for two reasons, one sentimental, 
and the other practical. The sentimental 
reason is that an elected corporation, 
like that of Taunton, consisting of 
twenty members, naturally would not 


{COMMONS} 


the 
remedy proposed by my ‘hon. friend is | 


like an appeal from their jurisdiction to | 
perhaps two county magistrates sitting in | 


petty sessions. Such an appeal as that 
I am certain 
between the county and the 
The practical objection is that the petty 
sessions would have no jurisdiction in 
the borough, and therefore you would be 
appealing from a court which had juris- 
diction in the burough to another and 
smaller one which had no jurisdiction 
there. There is an appeal to quarter 
sessions contained in the Bill. 


the borough, but petty sessions have not. 
It therefore seems to me that you would 


Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. 


would lead to friction | 
borough. | 


The | 


quarter sessions have jurisdiction over | 
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be introducing a new authority into the 
borough, and one which would be any- 
‘thing but welcome. After all, it is only 
a question of whether the milk should be 
sold in the borough of Taunton. It is 
not a question of drawing a line around 
a particular dairy and preventing any 
dealing with that dairy. It is simply that 
the milk should not be sold in the 
borough over which the corporation has 
jurisdiction, and there is nothing what- 
ever to prevent the whole county out- 
side buying the milk if they care to take 
the risk. 


*THE SECRETARY To THe LOCAL, 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
Russet, Tyrone, 8.): So far as I 
understand the position taken up by the 
hon. Member for South Somersetshire, he 
appears to me to have abandoned 
his opposition to the model clauses as 
they were framed, and the point seems to, 
be narrowed down to the provision of a 
proper court of appeal. I will say at 
once that, so far as that question is con 
cerned, I am willing to confer with all 
the parties concerned with a view to 
arriving at a satisfactory solution of 
the matter. But when I come to examine 
the proposal before the House, I do not 
think it is one which can command any 
support whatever. Let me put briefly 
how the matter stands as regards these 
clauses and the milk question. Under 
the thirty-fifth section of this Bill, if the 
medical officer of the borough, after 
having inspected the dairy, and, accom- 
panied by a veterinary surgeon, examined 
the cows, and obtained a sample of the 
milk, is of opinion that tuberculosis is, or 
is likely to be, caused to a person residing 
in the borough by the consumption of 
milk supplied from such dairy or any cow 
kept therein, the following procedure is 
to be adopted. 
what this procedure is: The medical 
officer must, first of all, report to the 
corporation, sending in the report. fur 
nished to him by the veterinary surgeon ; 
| thecorporation mustthen give notice to the 
dairyman to appear before them to show 


cause why an order should not be made re- 


quiring him not to supply milk within 
|the borough. If in their opinion. the 
dairyman fails to show such cause the 


corporation may make an order on the: 


dairyman not to supply milk within. the 
borough, and they are bound by the Bill 


to serve notice of the fact on the county: 


Let the House listen to. 
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council in whose area the borough is 
situated, on the Local Government Board, 
and, in the case of a dairy outside the 
borough, on the council of the borough or 
county district in which the borough is 
situated. The order must be withdrawn 
by the corporation on their medical officer 
being satisfied that the milk supply has 
been changed or is not likely to cause 
tuberculosis. If any person supplies milk 
or sells it for consumption in the borough 
in contravention of such order he becomes 
liable to a penalty. The House will see, 
first of all, that there is no prohibition of 
the supply of milk from an infected area 
in the county ; but the borough authori- 
ties merely act for the protection of their 
own citizens within their own district 
from a danger of this kind. Surely, 
that is a power which cannot be denied 
by the House to any borough authority. 
But what is proposed to be done? Any 
person aggrieved by such an order is not 
denied by this Bill the right of appeal ; he 
hasan appeal to quarter sessions under the 
ninetieth section of this very Bill, and the 


quarter sessions is an authority which has | 
jurisdiction in this matter inside the city 
of Gloucester—in fact, any municipality 


jurisdiction in the borough, and has power 
toact within the borough. But what is the 


proposal made by the hon. Member for | 


Somerset? It is that the corporation, 


having made this order for the pro- | 
say, “No, that will not do. 


tection of their own citizens, an appeal 
shall lie—to whom? To 
sessions of the district in which the 
dairy is situated. In the first place, that 
isan authority which has no power to act 
within the borough at all and whose order 


would not run even if they issued it. | 


Surely the House is not going to stultify 
| by accepting a proposal of that 
ind. 
tohave a court of appeal in which the 
horough has no voice at all. The borough 
isthe authority aggrieved by the sale of 
the milk, but under this proposal they 
would have no voice whatever in the 
matter. I think when the Bill provides 
for an appeal to the quarter sessions it is 
absurd to propose to set up a court of 
appeal of this kind. That is the main 
issue upon which the House has to decide. 
The only question now is the matter of 
the court of appeal. I agree that there 
ought to be an appeal, but it ought to be 
a perfectly independent authority that 
can decide the matter legitimately as 


between the borough and the county. I. 


am willing to co-operate with hon. Gentle- 
men representing both parties in this 


{4 Juty 1900} 


the petty | 


I say it is not fair to the borough | 
' sent friction arises, as is admitted, under 


fat all. 
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House, and the Department is willing to 
co-operate with them in endeavouring to 
secure unanimity, but a proposal of this 
kind cannot possibly be accepted ; it 
could not possibly be of any use if it were 
accepted ; it would make confusion worse 
confounded; it would not benefit the 
county, and it would give the boroughs 
a fresh grievance. I must therefore resist 
the proposal. 


Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester- 
shire, Tewkesbury): I think the argu- 
ments put forward by the Secretary 
to the Local Government Board 
rather under-estimate the power and effect 
of sentiment in this matter. There is a 
curious conflict of opinion between 
country and town on this question, and 
if that conflict could be settled the whole 
matter could be arranged. I was there- 
fore very glad to hear the remarks of the 
hon. Gentleman with reference to a con- 
ference, at which all parties will be repre- 
sented, to settle this court of appeal. 
It might very well happen that the city 
of Bristol now might want to exercise 


might claim to exercise authority within 
the precincts of another municipality. 
But the latter municipality would imme- 
It is quite 
right that you should be able to prohibit 
our milk coming into your town ; but you 
must do it by taking action through us.” 


| That is the right line to be taken, and 


that is where the model clauses have gone 
wrong. What is wanted is general legis- 
lation by which it will be right for one 
authority to call upon another to see that 
the law is properly carried out. At pre- 


the model clauses, because municipal 
authorities have rights extending possibly 
to the ruin of individuals residing in 
another area under another jurisdiction, 
and Ido not see how that is to be re- 
moved until some agreement is come to 
between the parties concerned. The 
error in the commencement with regard 


‘to the model clauses was that the county 


authorities were not called into conference 
The Association of Municipal 
Corporations was one of the conferring 
parties, but the County Councils Associa- 


‘tion, an equally important body, was left 


entirely out of the consideration of the 
matter. With regard to the question of 
quarter sessions or petty sessions, one of 


T2 
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the faults of the proposal is that the cor- 
poration have a decision in the matter— 
that the corporation, which is not a 
judicial authority, has to exercise an 
authority which may ruin an individual 
in the county. It is all very well to say 
that the individual has his rights to 
supply milk everywhere except in that 
particular borough. It may be that the 
supply within that borough is the man’s 
whole livelihood. If the Secretary to the 
Local Government Board will have this 
conference as to the best court of appeal, 
it is quite possible the matter can be 
settled, but unless that conference is 


{COMMONS} 





agreed to I shall support the Amend- | 


ment. 


*Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton): I hope the House will reject this 
proposed new clause, because, if passed, 
it would be a very serious matter 
boroughs of this country. 
agree with the remarks of the hon. Mem- 
ber who has just spoken, because I con- 
tend that if milk is sold within 
borough from dairies affected with tuber- 
culosis outside the borough area the 
local authority should have power to 
step in and prevent that milk being 


sold. The hon. Gentleman stated there 
was an infringement of the rights of 


the county council. I do not see where 
the county council comes in; the county 
council has no jurisdiction whatever, ex- 


for the | 
I totally dis- | 
‘these discussions 


the 


cept ina supervising sense, because the | 
authority is in the hands of the rural | 


or district council for the time being. 
This clause simply gives the same power 
as is given under the Public Health Act 
with regard to diseased meat. When the 
sanitary inspector or the medical officer 
of health of a borough finds a diseased 


earcase in the market he at once obtains | 


an order from the magistrate to destroy 


outside the borough area. 
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ever think of proposing that in ordinary 
cases the jurisdiction of the judges of a 
bench inside a borough should be over- 
ruled or supervised by a court of petty 
sessions which may be sitting outside 
altogether ? The only result would be 
that prejudice would be brought to bear 
in these cases, and the public would not 
be protected. I believe the clause as it 
stands in the Taunton Corporation Bill is 
a proper one ; it is a proper protection to 
the consumers of milk in our boroughs 
and urban districts, who ought to be pro- 
tected, because, after all, it is paramount 
that the public health should be pre- 
served ; and upon these grounds I hope 
the House will reject the Amendment. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, E.); 
I feel sure a large section of the House 
are somewhat tired of these constant dis- 
cussions on the question of dairy in- 
spection, and I want to point out why 
have been repeated. 
There are two causes. The first is the 
reluctance of the Government, and espe- 
cially of my hon. friend the Secretary to 
the Local Government Board, to indicate 
any prospect of general legislation on this 
important subject. It is absolutely neces- 
sary for us to bring these questions upon 
private Bills, because my hon. friend has 
set his face against any general legislation 
on this subject. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL was understood 
to say that all he had done during the 
session was to adhere to certain clauses 


| which had been agreed to at a conference 


between the parties interested. Those 


| clauses were now called “ model clauses,” 
‘and had been incorporated in a series of 


‘similar Bills. 


| 


The Local Government 
Board were one of the parties to the agree- 


'ment, and they had stood by it. 
it, although that carcase might come from | 


To place that | 
inspector in a position that he would | result has been practically 


HOBHOUSE: However, | the 


to substi- 


Mr. 


have to seek the authority of the medical | tute for any attempt at general legis- 


officer outside the borough or 
tary inspector or the magistrate would 
certainly place the borough in such a 


position that it would be unable to pro- | 


tect its inhabitants. Therefore in regard 
to selling diseased milk inside the borough 
the local authority ought to have the right 
to intervene, and if the dairyman feels 


aggrieved let him go to the quarter 
sessions. The proposal of the hon. 


Member is most absurd. Who would 


Sir J. Dorington. 


the sani- | 





individual clauses in individual 
Bills. That is what necessitates these 
constant discussions. My hon. friend has 
made an offer of a conference with all 
parties concerned, so I imagine he now 
recognises the fact, which he absolutely 
did not recognise last year—that among 
the parties concerned are the county 
councils, who have important duties to per- 
form towardsthe dwellers in their counties. 
I hope the House will not imagine that as 


lation 


501 
far 
this 
loce 
hon 
solt 
oth 
the 
don 
feel 
far 
the 
to, 
putt 
pro} 
out 
of tl 
wer 
is th 
the 
mitt 
rity 
thei 
the 
Men 
case 
self, 
justi 
woul 
case 
tary 
to h 
Thes 
beton 
by a 
prop 
arg 
a ju 
make 
woul 
It is 
tion | 
quart 
quart 
three 
you a 
this x 
three 
this ¢ 
witho 
ing t¢ 
Is wh 
appea 
sits 0} 
my h 
borou 
justic 
a mal 
tion 
oppor 
able 








500 
nary 
of a 
over- 
etty 
tside 
1 be 
bear 
| not 
as it 
il is 
mn to 
ughs 
pro- 
ount 
pre- 
hope 
it. 


E.): 
louse 
b dis- 
7 in- 
why 
ated, 
; the 
espe- 
ry to 
icate 
this 
eces- 
ipon 

has 


ution 


stood 
x the 
1UseS 
ence 
‘hose 
ses,” 
es of 
ment 
gree- 


the 
ibsti- 
legis- 
idual 
these 
d has 
h all 
now 
ately 
nong 
unty 
) per- 
nties. 
at as 











Taunton 


501 


far as the county councils are concerned 





this question is one of jealousy of the | 


local authorities. Far from it. If my 
hon, friend had been present when a re- 
solution was passed unanimously the 
other day by a large meeting representing 
the different county councils of the king- 
dom, he would have seen that the ruling 
feeling among us was simply that those 
farmers in our districts should not suffer 
the severe injury they are now exposed 
to, without having an opportunity of 
putting their case in due time before a 
proper judicial authority. I must point 
out that this question arises directly out 
of the form in which these model clauses 
were passed. The mistake to my mind 
is that of giving the corporation—or not 
the corporation as a whole, but a com- 
mittee of the corporation—judicial autho- 
rity to exclude a farmer from trading in 
their borough. It is not a question of 
the borough magistrates. The hon. 
Member for Stockton referred us to the 
case of diseased meat, but, as he said him- 
self, that is destroyed by an order of the 
justices—a judicial authority. There 
would not be the same objection in that 
case as if the order was made by a sani- 
tary committee who had no authority 
to hear persons on oath, and so on. 
These model clauses, if they had come 
betore the House instead of being settled 
by a conference upstairs, would have been 
properly amended. It does not bear 
argument that a corporation which is not 
a judicial body should have power to 
make a judicial order—an order which 
would injure a dairyman very seriously. 
It is said that the dairyman has a protec- 
tion by having the right of appeal to the 
quarter sessions. In my own county the 
quarter sessions assemble at intervals of 
three months, sometimes longer. What 
you are really saying is that the order of 
this non-judicial authority is to stand for 
three months or more, during which time 
this dairyman may be ruined in his trade, 
without having the opportunity of appeal- 
ing to any judicial body whatever. That 
is why the proposal has been made to 
appeal to the petty sessions ; that Court 
sits oftener, and I believe in some cases 
my hon. friend would even go to the 
borough justices and not to the county 
justices. The substantial thing is to give 


a man who is resting under the imputa- 
tion of a non-judicial body a proper 
Opportunity of appealing within a reason- 
able time. 
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undertake to give us the matter of sub- 
stance, the matter of form would be a 
matter of comparative indifference. I do 
not think, after the speech of the hon. 
Member representing the borough, that 
the Corporation of Taunton would be un- 
reasonable, and if an arrangement could 
be come to, I do not think the Govern- 
ment should stand in the way. After 
the very important statement of the 
Secretary to the Local Government Board, 
I think we should have further time, and 
therefore I beg to move that the debate 
be now adjourned. 


CapraIn PRETYMAN (Suffolk, Wood - 


bridge) formally seconded the motion. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.”— 


(Mr, Hobhouse.) 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Upon this 
question I should like to say that the 
matter is now narrowed down to one of a 
proper court of appeal. I stated [ was 
ready to confer with the parties, but not 
on this question as a whole ; I never con- 
templated that. I am willing to confer 
with all parties interested with a view to 
getting a suitable court of appeal. As 
regards this Bill, it has passed the Com- 
mittee, and I think it ought to go 
through. I am quite certain the court of 
appeal proposed in this Amendment would 
be of no use to anybody, and I hope my 
hon. friend, after my offer of a conference 
on this point, will withdraw his motion 
and allow the Bill to go through. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE: I ask leave to 
withdraw my motion, in order that the 
debate may go on. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) : 
I am sure none of us would wish to 
force tuberculosis milk upon any of the 
boroughs, and as long as they can protect 
the milk supply of their boroughs with- 
out harassing the farmers we should all 
be satisfied. We do not wish to prevent 
boroughs taking all reasonable precau- 
tions, but it has been considered that if 
it was left in the power of one county 
justice to make an order of inspection 
and then of the corporation to make an 
order prohibiting the introduction of the 


If the Government would , milk into the borough, an injustice might 
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be done to the farmer, who has not been , the other Bills as well. It seems to me 
called. The Secretary to the Local that my hon. friend has promised the 
Government Board has promised to con-| most reasonable course. I should like to 
sider this matter, and to draw up rules remind the House that this order is in 
appointing a proper court of appeal. I force in London under the Public Health 
cannot help thinking that that is exactly |(London) Act, 1883, exactly the same 
what we want. At the County Councils order runs, but it has not been felt to 
Association, the other day, the hon. Mem- | operate harshly. At the meeting of the 
ber for East Somersetshire brought up a County Councils Association the other 
motion, which was passed, but the motion day a farmer said he supplied London 
was merely that there should be a court | with a large quantity of milk, and it 
of appeal to which the farmer could would be a very great hardship if this 
appeal. My hon. friend’s Amendment order were made upon him prohibiting 
reads— the supply. I reminded him that the 
order could be made at any time now, 
and, although he had been supplying 
milk to London for years, he had no idea 
that this power existed. That shows that it 
What does he mean by “any such cannot operate very harshly, and so long 
order”? Does he mean the order which as it is safeguarded by the appeal which 
the county magistrate first of all gives the secretary to the Local Government 
for the inspection, or the order which Board promises to give, I think the hon, 
the corporation make prohibiting the Member for South Somersetshire and his 
supply 4 supporters ought to be satisfied ; they will 
get what they want, they will get what 
Mr. STRACHEY: The order of the | the County Councils Associaticn wants, 
corporation. and they will get protection from any in- 
justice which might be done to the 
*Mr. JEFFREYS: Then I think it is | farmers. I therefore think my _ hon. 
wrong in the order in which it is placed, friend would be wise if he withdrew his 
because it is proposed to place this at the Amendment. 
end of line 25. 


“It shall be open to any local authority, 
dairyman, or person aggrieved by any such 
order——” 


*CoLONEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 

Mr. STRACHEY explained that there Newton): It has been suggested that it 
was a difference in the printing of the Bill. | is infra dig. for a corporation to appear 
‘before the petty sessions outside the 

*Mr. JEFFREYS: At any rate, it is borough, but as far as that goes I think 
the order of the corporation. Is the there is nothing in it at all, because cor- 
appeal to the borough sessions or to the | porations are the same as individuals in 
county sessions ? There would be a great | that they are amenable to the law of the 
difficulty in appealing from the borough | country, and they have to appear before 
magistrates to the county quarter sessions, courts to justify their action. I cannot 
and vice versé. All this my hon. friend see that there would be any great difficulty 
below me has promised to consider, and in the Corporation of Taunton having to 
to appoint a proper court of appeal. plead its case before a court of petty 
sessions outside the borough. It is not a 

Mr. STRACHEY: But not on this question of one authority against another ; 
Bill. it is a question of the whole of the pro- 
ceedure before the courts, and_ the 

*Mr. JEFFREYS: No; but it must be humblest individual in the land has just 
remembered that this Bill has to go as much right beforea court of law as the 
through another stage in another House, most powerful corporation. In regard to 
and if a conference were called and an | this question of appeal, is it not an injus- 
appeal clause agreed to it might be | tice that a farmer supplying milk should 
inserted in another place just as well as | have to wait for three months before he 
in this House. Other Bills have already | had a chance of bringing on his appeal! 
passed through all their stages in|I think it is quite clear that a court of 
this House, and it is too late to} appeal ought certainly to be instituted 
discuss them ; but if this appeal clause | before any Bill of this nature is passed. 
were agreed to it could be inserted in all ' The cart is before the horse in this case. 


Mr. Jeffreys. 
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The Government have had plenty of time | perhaps exactly what we all wish for, 
to put this most important question right | but he has stated that he is prepared to 
before passing private Bills where indi-. accept any suggestion to improve the 
viduals are affected. With regard to this clause or any reasonable proposal to esta- 
question of boroughs appealing before blish a court of appeal to deal with the 
county magistrates and so on, all over matter at once. Of course, an appeal to 
the country, the decision of the borough the court of quarter sessions is absurd, 
magistrates is subject in many cases because a delay of three months would 
to the decision of the county magistrates | ruin anybody. I will suggest that the 
sitting at quarter sessions. Therefore, it House pass this clause, and that the 
appears to me that we are greatly in- representative of the Local Government 
debted to my hon. friend the Member for | Board shall afterwards put in such an 
South Somersetshire for having made Amendment as he thinks proper for the 
the first proposal in the direction of estab- protection of town councils, instead of 
lishing a reasonable court of appeal | giving a point blank “no” to the protec- 
which shall sit at a reasonable time. It tion of the former by his own authority. 
appears to have been forgotten that the 
corporations in any number can proceed | *Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: It is perfectly 
against a milk seller and get a conviction impossible to amend the clause. 
against him. A corporation in Lancashire, 
for instance, may proceed against a Mr. WARNER: I must differ from 
farmer outside their area in regard to the the hon. Member upon that point, for I 
sale of milk. They may prove their case never knew a clause yet which it was not 
and get a conviction against that man, possible to amend. It may be amended 
but surely that is ample treatment. If in many ways, even if it has to be done 
the corporation are going to ask for these at a further stage of the Bill. What is 
strong orders to stop the sale of milk, we wanted is some pledge that something 
ought to have on the other side proper will be done in this Bill for the protection 
machinery for an appeal, and a quick | of the farmer and to givea right of appeal 
appeal in a case like the one I have men-_ in his own district, instead of being under 
tioned. Supposing a man is convicted of | the control of somebody he has nothing 
selling such milk, and he has to wait for to do with, and being at the mercy of 
three months for the court of appeal to the sanitary authority of some small town 
hear his case, he would be ruined in the council. 
meantime. I think some hon. Members 
who have spoken upon this question Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): This is an 
appear to think that this provision only immensely important question. When 
applies in the borough, but the moment the hon. Member opposite drew attention 
that order takes effect the man is subject | to the fact that the City of London had 
to it, not only in the borough, but also in , powers similar to those proposed to be 
the county, and the farmer has to sit; given in this Bill, I think he and other 
down under a very unpleasant order. hon. Members were not aware of the fact 
Naturally and rightly with the members that the whole of this question of milk 
of a corporation their patriotism is local, | inspections is in process of revolution. 
and it is only right that a court of Under the old system of sanitary laws 
appeal should be set up where justice | these powers of milk inspection were con- 
can be done, and done speedily if the | fined to cases of evident disease in cows, 
order is to be carried out. I think the | and to the inspection of dairies where 
proposal of my hon. friend the Member , there was some disease that could be im- 
for Somerset is a most sensible one in mediately detected by any person who 
this direction. ‘had a fair amount of knowledge. But, as 
/ hon. Members are well aware, within the 
Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- | last two or three years a complete revolu- 
field): What has been clearly brought for- tion has taken place in this matter, and 
ward in this debate is that the authority | doctrines and theories have been started, 
will be the sanitary committee of the town | no doubt with excellent foundation, by 
council. There ought to be an appeal of medical experts as to the widespread exis- 
some sort to a body who can deal with it | tence of tuberculosis amongst cattle and 
at once. The proposal of the hon. | cows resulting in danger to the public 
Member for South Somersetshire is not | health which were quite unknown some 
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years ago. The existence of tuber- 
culosis in cattle is not at all an evident 
matter; in fact, in many stages, it 
is extremely difficult to determine. 
The first point I would draw attention 
to is that when you come todeal with 
the examination of dairies with a 
view of preventing the sale of milk con- 
taining the germs of tuberculosis, you 
have to deal with a case requiring a great 
deal of medical skill, and a peculiar form 
of scientific training. That being the 
case, it is perfectly manifest that, in the 
case of a great many municipal authorities 
in this country, it cannot be expected that 
they will have in their employment men 
of sufficient skill and training whose deci- 
sion would be infallible in a matter of 
this kind. For many years to come, it 
will be unreasonable to expect that men 
of really expert training will be at the 
disposal of every town which requires 
them. Whilst those of us representing 
country districts recognise the justice of 
the demand on the part of all municipali- 
ties to have full and most stringent 
powers to protect themselves against the 
sale of milk infected with tuberculosis in 
their district, we are entitled to ask for 
some machinery which will afford the un- 
fortunate farmer protection against orders 
such as those which are contemplated in 
this Bill. What would be the position of 
a farmer proceeded against under this 
clause? Take the case of a man whose 


whole living depends upon the sale of | 


milk. He will be forbidden to sell his 
milk in the only market he has got. Not 
only this, but the order which is to be 
made under this section is to be served 
on the district council or county council, 
and the man is to be boycotted, and the 
alleged character of his dairy is to be 
published all over the country, and his 
premises will be avoided as a sanitary 
plague. If the order happens to be based 
upon a mistake, the position of the unfor- 
tunate farmer will be that for three 
months his entire business will be brought 
to a standstill, and the man would be 
entirely ruined before he could make an 
appeal. 
sents the Government on this occasion, 
recognises that it would be an intolerable 
grievance for a farmer to have to wait for 
such a long period for an appeal. I must 
confess that I shall be disposed to vote for 
this Amendment, because I think the case 
against the clause is unanswerable. I 


think it would be an unwise thing to | 


Mr, Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


The hon. Member who repre- | 


of investigation. 
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give power to one or two local magistrates 
to force such milk on the town against 
the desire of the town council or munici- 
pal authority. On the other hand, [ 
think it is a great hardship, amounting 
almost to cruelty, to a farmer if he is to 
be left at the mercy of an order of this kind 
—which may turn out to have been impro- 
perly made—for a period of three months, 
during which the man may be utterly and 
absolutely ruined without any just cause. 
The Secretary to the Local Government 
Board says he recognises that such a case 
cannot be defended, and that some proper 
court of appeal ought to be instituted. I 
followed his speech very closely, and I 
noticed that he did not constitute any 
court of appeal in this Bill, nor did he 
mention any period by which he would 
have his proposals ready to do this; 
neither did he say how they would be 
submitted to the House. I do think we 
ought to have some definite statement, be- 
fore we allow this Bill to pass, that before 
the session closes some ‘general scheme 
will be submitted by the Government 
establishing a satisfactory court of appeal 
in this matter. I desire to say a word or 
two upon what I think the only satis- 
factory court of appeal! should be. I do 
not think you will be able to get a satis- 
factory court of appeal all at once. What 
you require is a court of appeal which 
will be rapid in its action and also 
inexpensive. There would be a natural 
tendency to set up an antagonism between. 
town and country upon this ques- 
tion, and my notion of a court of appeal 
would be that if the farmer does not 
think he is really in the wrong in the 
matter a perfectly simple process would 
be that he should have the right to get 
down an expert from the Local Govern- 
ment Board, who should be a thoroughly 
trained and skilled scientific man, who: 
can really determine whether there is 
tuberculosis matter in the milk. The 
farmer should have the right to get this 
expert down from headquarters, who 
should proceed to hold an inquiry and 
bring to bear on the subject not only 
evidence, but his own skill and know- 
ledge in dealing with the subject matter 
I believe it is in this 
direction, and this direction alone, that 
you can look for a satisfactory court of 
appeal. I do think the Government ought 
to give some assurance that before the 
end of the session they will bring before 
the House of Commons their proposal for 
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a court of appeal, and not leave for an 
indefinite period this most serious matter | 
ina state of uncertainty. I ground that 
appeal strongly upon my conviction that | 
most properly and most necessarily a | 
revolution has taken place in the whole 
question of milk inspection, and we have | 
got to deal not with a matter of which 
we can judge by precedent, but with an | 
entirely new state of things. I hope the | 
inspection will be conducted in a much | 
more rigorous and effectual manner than 
was ever dreamt of two or three years ago. 


Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) 
said that under the Scotch procedure the 
provision made for an appeal to the 
sheriff worked exceedingly well. He did 
not know what was the nearest approach 
toa Scotch sheriff in England, but his | 
own opinion was that it would be a 
county court judge. In view of the 
course which the discussion had taken he 
suggested that the Secretary to the Local 
Government Board should give some 
undertaking to those who had moved 
this Amendment in this House to insert a 
clause to meet the difficulty between the 
time when the Bill left this House and 
its passage through the House of Lords. 
The conference which the Secretary to 
the Local Government Board had sug- 
gested could take place, so that any 
decision arrived at by that conference 
could be dealt with in the House of Lords. 
He very much sympathised with the 
general principle expressed by his hon. 
friend the Member for South Somerset- 
shire. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: An appeal ‘has 
now been made to me to endeavour to 
arrange a conference, so that any com- 
promise that may be arrived at can be 
inserted in the biil before it passes through | 
the House of Lords. In the first place, 
conferences are not things that can be 
summoned at a moment’s notice, and it 
may not be very easy to come to an 
agreement when that conference takes 
place. I think it will be recognised that 
there are some difficulties in the way of 
the conference suggested. I admit that 
the court of appeal is an absolute neces- 
sity. In the second place, I wish to point 
out that under no circumstances can we 
accept this Amendment or this court of 
appeal, because it is unworkable and mis- 
chievous in every sense of the word. I 
shall use my best endeavours to have a 
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conference with all the parties interested 
in this question at once. I can go po 
further than that, and if it is possible to 
arrange matters at that conference I shall 
throw no difficulty in the way of a clause: 
being introduced into this Bill in the 
House of Lords in order to carry out any 
satisfactory compromise which may be 
arrived at. 


*Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said he thought 
that the hon. Member opposite might 
accept the solution of the difficulty sug- 
gested by the Secretary to the Local. 
Government Board. He considered that 
while it was most essential to deal with 
the sale of such milk, it was not reason- 
able that a committee of the corporation 
should, without any appeal whatever, 
have the right to practically ruin a 
particular farmer, because that is what it 
would amount to. At the same time he 
did not think that county magistrates. 
should be given authority within the 
borough either directly or indirectly 
under this clause. He thought the only 
solution was something in the nature of 
an appeal either to the county court judge, 
as was suggested by the hon. Member for 
Renfrewshire, or to the borough magis- 
trates. He was not sure that the 
borough magistrates would not make a 
perfectly satisfactory court of appeal. 
The Secretary to the Local Government 
Board had stated that the clause could 
not be amended ; but, as a matter of fact, 
the introduction of a few words would 
alter itand make it quite a practical one. 
He thought the best course to adopt 
under the circumstances was to have this 
clause withdrawn, and accept the 
pledge given by the Local Government 
Board in the hope that after the con- 
ference a satisfactory clause to meet the 
difficulty would be inserted in another 
place. Of course they could not bind the 
House of Lords, but he did not think 
they would find them particularly hostile. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): I should like some further 
explanation as to what the real difficulty 
is of providing for a court of appeal in 
this Bill. The Secretary to the Local 
Government Board has told us that it is 
important to have such a court of appeal, 
but at the same time he says that in the 
present Bill nothing will induce him to 
put anything of the kind in it. If sucha 
proposal is good for future legislation I 
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should have thought that it was good for 
present legislation also. I think the con- 
ference suggested is hardly good enough 
for country Members. If that conference 
decides in a certain way, I should like to 
know if the hon. Gentleman will do all he 
¢an to get a clause to that effect inserted 
in another place. The hon. Gentleman 
must know now whether he is going to 
put this in or not, and if he has any 
doubt about it I think that the wisest and 
best thing we could do would be to ad- 
journ the question until he has had this 
conference. 


Taunton 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: I 
have no desire to trouble the House a 
second time with a speech, but I simply 
want to point out that if hon. Members 
desire that this matter should be gone into 
I believe it would not be out of order to 
move that the Bill be recommitted in 
order to insert such a clause as has been 
suggested. 
conference to take place, and by allowing 
this stage of the Bill to pass the House 
does not necessarily deprive itself of a 
further opportunity of dealing with the 
matter. 


Mr. STRACHEY: I should be quite 
ready, if the House accepted the Second 
Reading of this clause, to agree to the 
Amendment suggested by the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Renfrewshire and the hon. 
Member for Lincoln. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
under a misapprehension ; this is not 
moved as a new clause, but simply as an 
Amendment. 


Mr. STRACHEY : My hon. friend the | 


Secretary to the Local Government Board 
practically says that he will accept no 


{COMMONS} 


That course would allow a | 
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compromise whatever, and I do not think 
there is anything for us to do but to pro- 


| ceed to a division. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire) : My 
hon. friend the Secretary to the Local 
Government Board says that he will not 
accept this Amendment, but at the same 
time he says that the Bill will not be 
satisfactory as it stands. What he offers 
to do is that if the Bill is allowed to leave 
this House in its present shape he will 
get a conference together, and if that 
conference agrees upon something which 
he says it will be very difficult to get 
them to agree upon—if these difficult 
things come to pass—he will endeavour 
to get a clause inserted to meet the case 
in another place. What I wish to ask is 
whether the hon. Gentleman will not go 
a step further. He admits that this Bill 
in its existing shape requires amendment, 
but he is not satisfied with this Amend- 
ment. Will he definitely promise that 
whatever the conference does, or whether 


it comes to any decision or not, the 


Government will put in an Amendment 
in another place to meet this difficulty ? 
Surely it is a reasonable thing to give a 
pledge of this kind when the hon. Gen- 
tleman the Secretary to the Local 
Government Board admits that the Bill 
may create a great injustice to farmers. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I have already 
gone as far as it is possible for a Depart- 


‘ment to go in this matter. If the House 


accepts this Amendment it will put an 
impossible provision in the Bill, and I 
think I have made a perfectly fair offer. 


Question put. 


The 
Noes, 99. 


House divided : — Ayes, 98; 
(Division List No, 174.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H.F.(Middlesex 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 


Mr. Malcolm. 


‘Colville, John 


ecw d James 
Dicki 
Dillon, John 


Doogan, P. C. 





Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


Cooke, C. W. Radclifte(Here’d) 
Crombie, John William 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl] of 


nson, Robert Edmond 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Engledew, Charles John 


Eversbed, Sydney 
| Field, William (Dublin) 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gold, Charles 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gunter, Colonel 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hermon-Hodge, Rbt. Trotter 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 

' Jacoby, James Alfred 
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Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kenyon, James 

Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batt 

Long, Col. C. WV. (Evesham) 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E.) 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
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Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A, H. A. (Deptford) 
Murnaghan, George 

Nicol, Denald Ninian 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pender, Sir James 

Percy, Earl 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes., Newt’n 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pym, C. Gu 

Richardson, J. (Durham, S8.E.) | 





Morrell, George Herbert 


Anstruther, H. T. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair | 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | 
Baker, Sir John 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol | 
Bill, Charles } 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- | 
Brassey, Albert 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
‘Campbell, Rt HnJ.A.(Glasgow | 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derby.) | 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry | 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Coghill, Douglas Harry | 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Duckworth, James 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Kbt. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 





Bill to be read the third time. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE 
SUPPLY BILL. 
As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing 
and 243 be suspended, and 


be now read the third time.—(Mr. Cald- | 


well.) 


Queen’s consent signified 
the third time, and passed. 


| 
| 
. Bill read | 


Robinson, Brooke 


NOES. 


Flower, Ernest 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbons, J. Lloya 

Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Kt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, Joseph 


| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn(Swansea 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowther, Rt. Hn.J. W.(Cumb’d 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath 


ELECTRIC 


well.) 
Orders 223 


that the Bill 





the third time, 
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Queen’s consent signified. 
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| Saunderson,Rt Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William (Derbys. 
Stock, James Henrv 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 


| Williams, John Carvell( Notts. 
; Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir William Henry 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 


| Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Strachey and Mr. 
Hobhouse. 


Myers, William Henry 
Palmer,George Wm. (Reading) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett,Rt.Hn HoraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’i 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirW illiamH 
Wason, Eugene 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
\\ ortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wyndham, George 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE 
Colonel Welby 
Purvis. 


NoEs— 


and Mr. 


SCARBOROUGH CORPORATION BILL. 
As amended, 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 

and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 

be now read the third time.—-(Mr. Culd- 


considered. 


Bill read 


aud passed. [New Title.] 


CORPORATION BILL. 


(BY ORDER.) 
As amended, 


considered. 
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WALSALL CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Returns, 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. (BY ORDER.) 


Read a second time, and committed. 


GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY 
COMPANY BILL. 

Ordered, That, in the case of the Great 
Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill, 
Standing Order 236 be suspended, and 
that the Committee have leave to proceed 
with the Bill To-morrow.—(The Chairman 
of Ways and Means.) 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 


TRAMWAYS PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
(No. 5) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL 


ALEXANDRA PARK BILL. 
BARNSLEY CORPORATION BILL 
{Lords}. 

DUNEGAL RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


LONDON SEA WATER BILL 
{ Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 


to lie upon the Table. 


SUPPLY 


GLYNCORRWG URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL GAS BILL [Lords]. 
GWYRFALI RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL 
WATER BILL [Lords]. 

SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL {Lords}. 

teported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Report 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP Kk). 
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PETITIONS. 


CYCLES AND MOTOR CARS AND 
MOTOR CV“LES. 
Petition from Depwade, for taxation ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION OF THE BLIND (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Newcastle-on- 

Tyne (two); Bothal; and Tynemouth 
(four) ; to lie upon the Table. 


/ SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Belfast ; 
Hartshead ; Margam ; Westriinster ; Shef- 
field; Varteg; Aberavon; Deeping St. 
James ; Peterborough ; Helpston ; Leices- 
ter (two) ; Warminster Common ; Ampt- 
nill; Luton; Wheatley Hill; Thornley ; 
Trimdon Grange ; Wingate ; Wellington ; 
Bothal ; Newcastle-on-Tyne (two): and 
Tynemouth (four) ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Largs, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Glasgow ; 
Old Monkland ; Montrose ; and Lerwick ; 


| to lie upon the Table. 


Sir FREDERICK GODSON reported from | 


the Committee on Group K of Private 
Bills, That, for lack of business, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Friday, at 
Eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 


Jills. 

Petitions in favour, from Wingate ; 
Trimdon Grange; Thornley ; Wheatley 
Hill; Margam; Leeds (two); Salter- 
forth ; Leicester ; Clifton ; Newcastle-on- 
Tyne (two); and Tynemouth (four) ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Margam, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





KILRUSH HARBOUR (PROPOSED 
PROVISIONAL ORDER). 


Return presented, relative thereto 


, [ordered 3rd July ; Major Jameson] ; to 
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lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[No. 249.] 


{4 JUL 


y 1900} 


practically of two parts, and the discussion 
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on the previous night was mainly devoted 


to the first portion. The second half 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACTS, | 
1879 AND 1884. 
Return presented, relative thereto | 
(Address 29th June ; Jr. Jesse Collings] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 251.] 


chiefly related to the method in which 


| the tithes were variable. It was impos- 


sible to discuss this clause without 
referring to the general provisions con- 
tained in the Bill with reference to the 
variation of the tithe in the future. The 


; Amendment he had to move in lieu of 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Charitable Endowments (London).— 
Further Return relative thereto [ordered 
gnd August, 1894; Mr. Francis Steven- 
sm}; to be printed. [No. 252.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained | 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
‘lectric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill —(Ur. Ritchie. ) 


COAL MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD | 
LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL 
CHANGED TO | 
“MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD | 
LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL.” 
Lords Amendments to be considered | 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. | 
[Bill 282.] 


LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS) | 
BILL. | 


Ordered, That the Report (with | 
Minutes of Proceedings) from the Select | 
Committee on the Land Registry (New | 
Buildings) Bill, laid upon the Table upon | 
the 25th day of May last, be printed.— | 
(Mr, Akers Douglas.) | 


that standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for North Louth was to the 
effect that the tithe rent-charge should be 
varied in accordance, not with the varia- 
tion in judicial rents, but with the differ- 
ence in prices and the cost of cultivation. 
If the proposal were carried, the first sub- 
section of the clause would read as 
follows— 

** As soon as possible after the passing of 
this Act,the Land Commissioner, having regard 
to the difference in prices affecting agriculture 
and the cost of cultivation in the counties, 


| poor law unions, or other areas, between the 


fifteen years expiring on the Ist day of 
November next aiter the passing of this Act 
and the previous fifteen years, shall on any 
application to vary the tithe rent-charge in 


| such area, and on proof that the applicant is 
| entitled to have the same varied under the 


laws existing before the passing of this Act 


| determine with reference to such area what 
| variation, if any, ought in equity to be made 


in tithe rent-charge payable in respect of any 
hereditament situate in such area other than 
the tithe rent-charges payable to the Land 


| Commission.” 


The clause of the Bill under considera- 
tion, like the first clause, constituted 
a most revolutionary proposal. He was 
referring, of course, also to the clauses 
which followed, and particularly to the 
third clause, for which this second clause 
was laying the foundation. The existing 





| system of tithe variation, as they knew, 
| was a most complicated one, and the 
| right hon. Gentleman by his Bill proposed 
TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) | to sweep it away and to substitute for it 
BILL. | an automatic variation of tithe rent-charge. 
| This proposal might possibly be defended 
: ; \if the original tithe-owners or their 
(In the Committee.) descendants had never sold or leased the 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- | tithe rent-charges to other people. But 
rith) in the Chair.) in regard to the particular cases in which 
| they had been sold and with which some 
Clause 9:.. | attempt was made by the clause to deal, 
/and especially in regard to those tithe 
Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) | rent-charges which were determined by 
said there was an Amendment on the | the Act of 1872 to be invariable for the 
Paper in the name of the hon. Member | future, he maintained that the clause was 
for North Louth, and in place of it he} absolutely revolutionary. Take, for 
should move another. The Bill consisted instance, the case of tithe rent-charges 
| 


Considered in Committee. 
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payable to the Land Commission. They 
were declared by the Act of 1872 to be no 
longer variable. There was a good reason 
for that declaration. The question was 
fully debated at the time, and the settle- 


{COMMONS} 
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any application to vary tithe rent-charge in 
such area and on proof that the applicant 
is entitled to have the same varied under 
the laws existing before the passing of 
this Act,” ete. 


ment arrived at was supposed to be final. | 


On the supposition that it was final, the | 


Land Commission in their treatment of 
the Church fund had made their calcula- 
tions on that basis. To now undo that 
settlement after a lapse of twenty-eight 
years, and without anybody having 
asked that the tithes should be varied, 
was as bad as anything that was done 
or contemplated by the Parliament of 
James II. which the English Unionists 
had so vehemently protested against, 
especially during the Home Rule agitation. 
If that settlement were to be undone, 
especially after the funds had already 
been allocated to public purposes in 
Ireland, he could not imagine any answer 
to any demand which might be made in 
the future for the undoing of any settle- 
ment whatever. He would really like 


to hear some defence of the proposal. | 


Take again the case of the lay tithes. 
In many cases they had been sold; they 
had been treated as articles of commerce ; 
they had passed out of the landlords’ 
hands and were now in the hands of all 
sorts of people. They had in many cases 
been acquired as investments for trustees, 
and this particular property had gone on 
changing hands for valuable considera- 
tion, the sale always being made on the 
supposition that the tithe was not vari- 
able. Yet now a Unionist Government, 
a Government of great conservators of 
property, and of great upholders of con- 
tract, proposed to abolish the system 
under which property had passed from 
hand to hand and family to family for 
the last fifty years, and to substitute a 
totally different principle for it ! 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is now discussing the whole Bill. /s far 
as I can gather from the Amendment he 
read out, the only point now to be dis- 
cussed by the Committee is whether it 


will accept the proposal contained in the | 


Bill, viz., that the variation in judicial 
rent is to be taken as the standard of 
variation, or whether it will agree with 
the hon. Member that any alteration in 
prices is to be the standard. 


Mr. CLANCY : But I propose a very 
important addition--namely, “That on 


Mr. Clancy. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Perhaps the hon. 
Member will bring his Amendment to the 
Table. 


Mr. CLANCY did so, and on returning 
to his seat said he wished to explain the 
meaning of the words he had quoted. 
They had reference to the old system 
under which tithes were varied. He 
could not discuss this clause without 
referring to that particular subject, 
because its object was to lay a foundation 
for Clause 3. The system on which 
tithes had been varied in the past was a 
very complicated one and very difficult to 
work. It had not been very successful. 
He was glad to have the assent of the 
Chief Secretary to that. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: As I understand 
it, the part of the hon. Member’s Amend- 
ment dealing with the variation of tithe 
rent-charge is not in order on this clause 
at all. It should come on the next clause. 
I shall therefore have to strike those 
words out of the Amendment. 


Mr. CLANCY : I bow to your ruling, 

of course. I thought the same point was 

‘raised in the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for North Louth. It seems to 

me to be most convenient for the Govern- 

ment and for the Committee to discuss 

the whole question on the present Amend- 

ment. I should think the right hon. 

Gentleman will not object to that. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The hon. Member must not 
take me as not objecting. This is purely 
a question of order. My experience is 
that when questions have been discussed 
on one Amendment they have been raised 
over and over again on other Amend- 
ments. 


Mr. CLANCY: My appeal was not to 
the right hon. Gentleman, but to the 
| Chairman. I submit it is more convenient 
to take the debate now. I do not wish 
to detain the House unnecessarily.—The 
‘hon. Member then went on to point 
out the difficulties whieh attended the 
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present system of variation. Questions 
arose frequently as to who were really the 
owners of the tithe ; it was not always 
possible to find in one parish three persons 
to sign the necessary notice; and the 
notices had to be given at a certain fixed 


period, and were directed to be posted | 


on the principal outer door of the 
parish church, whereas sometimes there 
was no principal outer door, and 
even no parish church; and, finally, if 
the difference in price between one 
standard of comparison and another 
did not exceed 10 per cent., then the 
application for the variation of the tithe 


could not be granted at all. The result | 


of these manifold requirements, as every 
lawyer knew, was that the variation cf 
tithe was rendered almost impossible. 
People had bought on the supposition 
that this difficulty existed. They had 
taken leases—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The only part of 


the Amendment in order on this clause is | 


that which suggests that the prices of 
agricultural produce shall be taken as the 
standard, instead of the change in 
judicial rents. The remainder is a matter 
for future discussion. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Is it not a 
fact that this clause proposes to substitute 
for the old method of varying tithe a 
new basis of variation; and is it not 
perfectly competent for us to compare the 
old method with the new ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
was not comparing the two methods. [ 


do not gather that he has attempted to | 


do that. 


Mr. CLANCY : Technically, perhaps, I 
may not be in order; but I put it to the 
Committee whether it would not be con- 
venient to discuss this matter once and 
for all. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I think it is very 
inconvenient. The best thing is to take 
each Amendment as it comes up. 


Mr. CLANCY said he was afraid that 
that would greatly lengthen the discussion. 


He failed to see that the right hon. Gen- | 


tleman had given any special reasons for 
his proposal. One great objection on the 
part of those who represented the public 
interest in Ireland, as distinct from the 
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‘landlord class, was that these judicial 
rents were rents in regard to which—and 
for the greater part of the last fourteen or 
fifteen years—no proper distinction had 
been drawn between reductions effected 
in respect of changing circumstances and 
those made in respect of improvements 
made by the tenants. If it were possible 
to draw such a distincticn—and he feared 
it was not—then there might be some- 
thing to be said for substituting the new 
principle for the old. This was, however, 
a fatal objection, as it gave the landlords 
advantages to which they were not en- 
titled, and for their benefit an inroad was: 
being made for no reason whatever on a 
public fund devoted to public purposes, 
The idea was to get the largest possible 
reduction for the landlord class. The 
modified form he suggested had the sanc- 
tion of convenience, custom, and tradi- 
tion; and as one representing public 
interests, which were deeply concerned in 
inroads upon the Church Fund, he could 
not consent to the Government proposal. 
After the ruling of the Chairman he- 
thought he had better put aside his own, 
Amendment and adopt that of the hon 
Member for North Louth, which he: 
begged to move. 











































Amendment proposed - - 

“In page 1, line 23, to leave out fiom. the: 
word ‘Commission,’ to the: word ‘shall,’ in 
page 2, line 4, and insert the words ‘having 
regard to the difference in prices affecting 
agriculture in counties, poor law unions, or 
other areas, between the tifteen years expiring: 

/on the first day of November next after the 
| passing of this Act and the previous fifteen 
years.’ ”—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Question proposed, “That the words: 
proposed to be left out to: the word 
‘ and,’ in page 2, line:4, stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S:) said he. 
considered the course proposed in the: 
clause to be a very dangerous one. The 
matter should be settled as heretofore, and 
the tithes should not be varied at all. 
The Irish Land Commission: was a body- 
not favourable to the Irish tenants, and 
if it had power it would exercise. it in 
favour of the landlords and against the: 
tenants. He therefore felt that his. hon. 
friends were perfectly right in: opposing: 
the clause. The manner in which the: 
Irish Land Commission collected statistics 
| was to send representatives. to fairs, and, 


i 
i 
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he had known himself that excessive 


{COMMONS} 


prices had often been collected. Often- | 


times the representative of the Land 
Commission met the person who had 


| circumstances 


obtained the highest or the lowest price | 
‘at the fair, and he did not consider that a | 


fair criterion on which to fix prices 
throughout the whole of Ireland. He 
hoped his hon. friends would oppose the 
clause. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The speech 
just delivered by the hon. Gentleman 


(Ireland) Bill. 594 
determine how far the tithe rent-charge 
should be equitably reduced. Under these 
we cannot accept the 
Amendment. It would involve a respon- 
sibility which ought not to be placed on 
the Land Commissioners. 


Mr. DILLON: The speech to which 
we have just listened illustrates very for- 
cibly the extraordinary position to which 
we have been brought by the methods 
adopted in connection with this Bill. The 


| chief part of the speech of the right hon, 


leaves me in doubt whether he has either | 
read the clause or the Amendment, and | 


it also leaves me in doubt whether he 
‘intends to support the Amendment or 


not. What is the question raised by 
this Amendment? It is that we shall 
substitute for the proposal in the 
clause a provision stating that the 
Land Commission shall have regard 
to the difference in prices affect- 


jing agriculture in 


Gentleman dealt with the tail of the 
Amendment which has just been cut off, 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Only one 
sentence. 


Mr. DILLON: I want to direct the 
attention of the Committee to the fact 


| that by the cutting off of the tail of the 


counties, poor-law | 


unions, or other areas between the fifteen | 


years expiring on the lst November next 
and the previous fifteen years. According 
to the hon. Gentleman’s speech the Land 
‘Commission is not an efficient body to 
collect prices, and in that case, of course, 
he ought to vote against the Amendment ; 
but there are greater objections to the 
Amendment than those which the hon. 
Member has just laid before the Com- 
mittee. What is proposed under the 
Amendment is that the prices from 1885 
to 1900 should be compared with the 
prices from 1870 to 1885, but as a matter 
of fact there are no records of prices from 
1870 to 1885, and on that ground alone 
the Committee will see that it would be 
impracticable to adopt the Amendment. 
One of the objections urged by the hon. 
Member for North Louth on the Second 
Reading of the Bill was that we proposed 
to put too great a responsibility on the 
Land Commission. The Land Commis- 
sioners, it was said, were the guardians 
-of the Church Fund, and it was not right 
that they should have any interest in 
fixing figures by which the fund would be 
affected. But our proposal, which is 
automatic, depends on the rents fixed by 
the Sub-Commissioners all over Ireland, 
and would throw nothing like the respon- 
sibility on the Land Commissioners that 
the Amendment would, because the 
Amendment provides that the Land Com- 
missioners shall not only determine prices 
in these different areas, but shall also 


Mr. Daly. 





Amendment we have in the first place 
rendered it unreadable—it will not fit 
into the clause—and in the next place the 
meaning of the Amendment has been 
absolutely altered, and a very valuable 
Amendment it was. You are substi- 
tuting for the law which existed for half 
a century a new method of machinery for 
varying the tithe rent-charge, and it is 
absolutely outside the scope of human 
intelligence to debate an Amendment on 
Clause 2 or Clause 3 without referring to 
the whole of the machinery you propose. 
Clause 2 leads up to Clause 3, and has 
no meaning or purpose except as con- 
sidered with Clause 3. Clause 2 proposes 
to substitute a new basis of variation for 


the old system, and my point is 
that if at the beginning of Clause 


2 you lay down the machinery, you 
govern the whole of the discussion 
on the remainder of Clause 2, and also on 
Clause 3. Therefore I maintain, with all 
due respect and submission to the Chair, 
and without the slightest intention of 
controverting the Chairman’s decision, 
that the entire Amendment is in order. 
It was drafted by the hon. Member for 
North Louth, who is undoubtedly and by 
admission a past master in the art of 
drafting Amendments. 
was put down for the purpose of altering 
the entire machinery by which it is pro- 
posed to vary the tithe rent-charge, and 
if it were carried it would affect materially, 
and necessitate consequential alterations 
in, Clause 3. I hold that it is impossible 
to discuss the machinery and method of 


The Amendment 
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the variation of the tithe rent-charge with 


due regard to order after the first sub- | 
section of Clause 2 is passed, because if | 


you impose on the Land Commission the 
duty of ascertaining the average reduction 
in judicial rents, it will then be argued 
that we have laid down the principle ; 
because it may be said, “ Why should the 
Land Commission ascertain the variation 
respecting judicial rents if not for the 
purpose of varying the tithe rent-charge ?” 
According to your ruling, Sir, the whole 
Clause will be turned into nonsense if 
this Amendment is left as it is. The 
Amendment proposes to leave out all the 
words from ‘‘Commission,” in line 23, 
page 1, to “and” in page 2, line 4, and to 
substitute the following words— 

“Having regard to the difference in prices 
affecting agriculture in counties, poor - law 
unions, or other areas, between the fifteen 
years expiring on the tirst day of November 
next after the passing of this Act and the 
previous fifteen years shall determine with 
reference to such areas what variation (if any) 
ought equitably to be made in the tithe rent- 
charge payable in respect of hereditaments 
situate in such area.” 


The result of your ruling, even with the 
consequential Amendment to leave out 
the word “and,” would be that the 
meaning of the Amendment would be 
totally different to what was intended. 
It was never contemplated that the tithe 
rent-charge should be varied in direct 
ratio to the variation of prices. That 
was not the Amendment at all. The 
proposition in the Bill is that the tithe 
rent-charge should vary with the same 
variation as the judicial rents. The 
Amendment proposed to substitute a 
different proposal—not that the tithe 
rent-charge should vary in direct propor- 
tion to the variation in prices—but that 
having regard to the variation of prices, 
the Land Commission shall determine 
what variation (if any) ought equitably 
to be made. It proposes to leave it to the 


Land Commission, in the first place, to | : 
| but the tail of the Amendment has been 


determine whether there is any equitable 
case for variation at all; and in .the 
second place, supposing there is, what 
variation should be made; but no one 
ever dreamt of laying down the proposi- 
tion that the variation in tithe should be 
in direct ratio to the variation of prices. 
As now presented, however, the Amend: 
ment contains a diametrically opposite 
proposal to what was intended. I have 


been very much irzpressed by our experi- 
ri bates his Bill 
ence during the debates on this Bill. 


VOL. LXXXV. 
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vast importance to 
Ireland, and with the exception of the 
Local Government Bill it is the most im- 
portant measure introduced during this 
Parliament. And yet look at the con- 
dition of the House. Is it not enough to 
make an Irish Member despair? There 
are two or three unfortunate hungry Irish 
landlords looking on and waiting for their 
share of the Church Fund ; there is a body 
of Irish Nationalists on this side, and five 
or six English Members, while a Bill, 
very technical and very difficult, dealing 
with a great public fund badly required 
for public uses in Ireland, is under dis- 
cussion. Hon. Members are scattered 
over the reading-rooms and dining-rooms 
of this House, and they will come in to 
vote without knowing in the least what 
a particular Amendment is about. It is 
perfectly outrageous ; and yet we are told 
we have only got to come to this great 
intelligent and impartial Legislature to get 
all our demands considered. I venture to 
affirm with absolute confidence that, of 
the English Members voting on these 
various Amendments, not one in a 100 
has the faintest conception of them. I 
think it is disheartening that we should 
be compelled to carry on this debate 
under such extraordinary circumstances. 
With reference to this Amendment, I do 
not know whether to support it or oppose 
it. The Amendment on the Paper is, I 
think, perfectly in order. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Mr. CrILLy, 
Mayo, N.). House counted, and forty 
Members being found present, 


Mr. DILLON (continuing): I have 
been endeavouring to explain the 


ditficulty we are in in connection 
with this Amendment. As the Amend- 
ment appeared on the Paper it 


would receive my most hearty support, 
because it raised a most important issue ; 


ruled out of order, and the extraordinary 
result is that it now has, as I submit, an 
entirely opposite effect to what was in- 
tended. I cannot see how it can be 
contended that itis out of order to debate 
the whole question of the machinery for 
the revision of tithe rent-charge on the 
first sub-section of Clause 2, when if the 
the sub-section is allowed to remain as it 
is you prejudge to a very considerable 
extent the question of the machinery to 


U 
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be provided. I think we are entitled, 
therefore, to know whether we are not at 
liberty to move the Amendment as it 
appears on the Paper. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
appears to think that this is the first 
Amendment ever appearing on the Paper 
that has been ruled out of order. Part 
of the Amendment is in order, and part 
of it is outof order. Clause 2 lays down 
the standard which is to be arrived at by 
some means or other by the Land Com- 
mission as to the variation which should 
take place in tithe rent-charge. The 
Amendment on the Paper suggests 
another means of arriving at that stan- 
dard. Clause 3 goes on to say that, having 
arrived at that standard showing the 
variation now existing as compared with 
fifteen years ago, it is to be applied 
in dealing with tithe rent-charge. The 
matter is divided into two sections 
insteid of being in one. It is quite im- 
possible to allow an Amendment on one 
of these clauses which would really give 
the go-by to the subject-matter contained 
in the other. The proper course for the 
hon. Member, if he does not approve of 
my ruling, is to withdraw the Amendment 
and object to the whole clause. The hon. 
Member says that by accepting the first 
and remaining sections of Clause 2 his 
hands are tied with regard to Clause 3 ; 
but it is open to him to move the rejection 
of Clause 2, and having got rid of it he 
could then suggest some other means for 
varying tithe rent-charge to that suggested 


in the Bill. 
Mr. DILLON: 


There is very coa- 


siderable difficulty in dealing with this | 


Amendment under these restrictions. I 
did not imagine that no Amendment on 
the Paper had ever been ruled out of 
order. I suppose 500 of my own have 
been ruled out of order during my Parlia- 
mentary career; but in this particular 
instance the effect of the operation is of a 
most extraordinary character, because it 
has completely altered the Amendment, 
and the clause will not read. The clause 
as it stands is quite clear, but the ruling 


of the Chair with regard to the Amend- | 


ment has thrown the matter into con- 
fusion. The sense of the Amendment 
is altered, and I contend that it does not 
read into the clause at all. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
If [ am in order, may I most respectfully 
Mr, Dillon. 
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jask you, Mr. Chairman, to read the whole 

Amendment now, so that I may know 
| exactly what I have to deal with ! 


*Toe CHAIRMAN : I endeavoured to 
save the Amendment as far as I could by 
cutting out only that which was dis- 
orderly. Of course, I am not responsible 
for the original form of the Amendment. 
The Amendment will read— 


“As soon as possible after the passing of this. 
Act the Land Commissioners, having regard 
to the difference in prices atfecting agriculture: 
in counties, poor law unions, or other areas, 
between the fifteen years expiring on the Ist 

, day of November next, after the passing of 

| this Act, and the previous fifteen years, shall 

| certify the average percentage which such 
variation represents.” 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: As _ that 
stands there is no variation to which the 
“such” refers. As the Amendment 


originally stood there was a variation of 
one period of fifteen years, and another 
period of fifteen years, and the Land 
Commission was to— 


“determine, with reference to such areas,, 
what variation, if any, ought equitably to be: 
made in the tithe rent-charge payable in 
respect of hereditaments situate in such 
areas.” 


Thus the words “such variation” has 
_ reference to what was contemplated by the 
hon. and learned Member for North Louth. 
But even as the Amendment now stands. 
on the Paper it raises a very important 
question of principle, because undoubtedly 
what is sought by Section 2, and which 
will be somewhat qualified by the Amend- 
ment of the hon. and learned Member for 
North Louth, is to confiscate a very con- 
siderable portion of the Church Fund of 
Ireland. ‘The effect of making the redue- 
tion of rents. by the Land Commissioners. 
|the standard by which the rent-charge is 
to be raised or lowered will be to lop 
off some 20 or 25. per cent. from. the 
existing tithe rent-charge. That is a 
very serious step. I am very glad that 
there are even forty Members of the 
House now present, because last night,. 
when the House was full,.and when an 
opportunity might have been offered to: 
explain to English and Scotch Members 
the morass into which the Government 
| was leading the House, we were: closured. 
on Clause 1. Now that there are a few 
Members here, I want to call their atten- 
tion to. what has. been done on this 
Clause 2.. 
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the tithe rent-charge now payable in 
Ireland by 25 per cent. That is a very 
great boon, undoubtedly, to the tithe- 
payer, but in doing that we are 
repealing one of the most solemn 
statutes on the Statute-book—namely, 
the Act which disestablished the Irish 
Church. That was the result of a long 
period of agitation, and was forced upon 
this House by the Imperial necessities 
of the time. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I rise toa 
point of order. Surely the avplication 
of this provision to the period of fifty 
years rent-charge is a matter that will 
be more conveniently raised later on. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: I am_ not 
speaking now of the difference between 
ecclesiastical and lay tithes ; I am speak- 
ing of the meaning, if it has any, of this 
section, and the standard by which the 
tithe rent-charge is to be reduced by 
2% per cent. That is my proposition, 
and if it is wrong it can be met by argu- 
ment. What I was going to say to recently 
arrived English and Scottish Members of 
this House was that by the 68th section of 
the Church Act a trust is imposed upon 
the Church Fund which we have no right 
to violate or break, and which, if it were 
a private trust, could not be violated. 
What is that trust? By the 68th section 
of the Act it is declared that the surplus 
of the Church Fuad is to be devoted “to 
the relief of unavoidable calamity and 
suffering in Ireland.” That is at the 
basis of all Irish legislation for the last 
thirty-one years. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman is now travelling beyond the 
limits of the Amendment, to which he 
must confine himself. 


Mer. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
5): With great respect, Mr. Lowther, on 
a point of order, is not my right hon. 
frend justified in describing the effect of 
ths proposed standard of variation in the 
clause, and in showing that that effect is 
in frand of the Church Fund ? 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: There are two 
ilternatives now before the Committee, 
#[ have repeatedly pointed out. One 
ilternative is that a standard should be 
fixed by the Land Commission on the 





basis of judicial rents, and the other 
alternative is that the basis to be taken 
should be the prices of agricultural pro- 
duce. That is now the question before 
the Committee, and the only one. As to 
whether any standard should be fixed at 
all, that will come on for debate on the 
question that Clause 2 stand part of the 
Bill. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is not my 
right hon. friend absolutely in order in 
showing what the effect on the Church 
Fund would be of the section now before 
the House if it is not modified by the 
Amendment proposed by the hon. and 


| learned Member for North Louth 2 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not referred to the 
Amendment, and was not discussing the 
second alternative ; he was discussing the 
effect of the whole case. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: How could I 
convey two sentences in one breath? The 
object of this clause is to alter the old 
existing standard, and how can I possibly 
argue that this clause is imperfect or bad, 
and that the Amendment would improve 
it, unless I called the attention of the 
House to the history of this matter ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: In my opinion,. 
that ought to be gone into when the 
question is put that Clause 2 stands part: 
of the Bill. Ido not think it is competent. 
to go into history upon an Amendment 
which would take another basis for varia- 
tion from that in the clause as it stands. 
The right hon. Gentleman may compare 
the two methods in arriving at his con- 
clusions. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: [ bow, with 
the utmost deference, to your ruling, and 
shall endeavour, if possible, to keep my- 
self within it. Now, what reason has 
been assigned, either to-day or when the 
Bill was introduced, for this organic 
change in the standard for fixing the tithe 
rent-charge in Ireland, which has existed 
for more than seventy years? The Act 
which regulated the mode by which tithe 
rent-charge, or tithe composition, was 
fixed was 2 and 3 William IV. It was a 
perfectly fair mode. They were to ascer- 
tain the average price of wheat or corn, 
according to whether wheat or corn was 
the staple cereal of the district, for 


U2 
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the previous seven years, and when 
so ascertained to compare the average 
of seven years with seven years, and vary 
the tithe rent-charge according to the 
variation resulting from that comparison. 
Now that law has never been changed; but 
this Bill comes in and suggests a change 
in the system deliberately adopted nearly 
seventy years ago. What has oecurred to 
make such a change desirable? The ob- 
ject of the Amendment is that if you will 
have a new system let it approach as 
closely as possible to the old system, and 
let it be regulated not by fixing it on 
judicial rents—the effect of which will 
be, as I have said, to reduce the Church 
property growing out of tithe rent-charge 
by 25 per cent—but by fixing it on the 
prices of wheat and corn in particular 
areas. That is the way I was coming to 
the object of the Amendment, and to 
ground my reasoning why the Amend- 
ment should be adopted. The Amend- 
ment says— 

“The Land Commission, having regard to 
the differences in prices affecting agriculture 
in counties, poor-law unions, or other areas, 
between the fifteen years expiring on the first 
day of November next after the passing of 
this Act and the previous fifteen years shall 
determine with reterence to such areas what 
variation, if any, ought equitably to be made 
in the tithe rent-charge payable in respect of 
hereditaments situated in such area.” 


That is following exactly the principle of 
the old valuation, and the words are in 
substance the same as those in Seetion 6 
of the Act 2 and 3 William IV., chapter 
119, which is as follows— 


“That all compositions heretofore or which 
may hereafter be made and established in any 
parish shall remain and endure for 
ever, or until the same shall have been re- 
deemed or extinguished but sub- 
ject, nevertheless, to such variation from time 
to time . in the amount of such 
compositions as hereafter mentioned ; that is 
to say, in respect of all compositions heretofore 
made and established, to variation at such 
periods as such compositions may now be 
respectively liable to; and in respect of such 
compositions as may be invariable during the 
stinlo period of twenty-one years for which 
they may have been made, to variation at the 
termination of such period, and thenceforth at 
any time between the First of May and First 
of November in each succeeding seventh year ; 
and in respect of all such compositions here- 
after to be established, to variation between 
the First of May and First of November in 
each seventh year next after the day from 
which each such composition shall commence.” 


All that the Amendmsnt does is to sub- 
stitute fifteen 
Serjeant Hemphill 
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years for seven years. | 
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| Why alter this old standard, and make 
'the standard the result of the judicial 
rents? It is only to placate the sup- 
porters of the Government in Ireland, 
The object of the whole Bill is to stop the 
mouths of the tithe-payers, who have been 
indignant at not being compensated for 
the loss of their rents through the opera- 
tion of the Land Acts. It is a sop to 
them, and the effect will be to reduce the 
tithe to which they are now liable by 25 
per cent. The excuse for altering the stan- 
dard is that, by the omission of its duty 
on the part of some Government Depart- 
ments in Dublin, the Dublin Gazette failed 
to publish since 1887 statistics showing 
what the average price of wheat and corn 
had been, and because of that omission 
the Court had decided in Metge’s case 
that as we have no standard to compare 
with now, the tithe must remain as 
it stood at the last previous revision, 
But a_ short Bill might have been 
brought in enabling the standard to be 
ascertained and set up—a similar stan- 
dard to that provided in 1838, when the 
landlords of Ireland got 25 per cent. of 
their tithe rent-charge struck off which 
would otherwise have been payable to the 
parson. There was never such a confis- 
catory measure as this, because it un- 
settles that solemn compact by which 25 
per cent. was given up by the poor 
parson for the purpose of having the 75 
per cent. better secured. The landlords 
were glad to take that from the parson, 
and the receivers of tithe were content ; 


' but now they are not satisfied with that 


settlement made in 1838, and wish to rob 
the Church Fund to the extent of another 
25 per cent. 


Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): Order, 
order! I object to the Chief Secretary 
speaking to the Chairman. Let him leave 
the Chairman alune. 


*Tuoe CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman is in charge of the Bill, and he 
is perfectly entitled to give me any ex- 
planation I may desire. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: Surely his 
explanations ought to be given in the 
face of the House. I cannot possibly 
address the Committee when these con- 
ferences are going on. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 


Gentleman will see that it is impossible 
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for me to get up and ask the Minister for | 
the information I need. 


Tithe Rent-Charge 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: This is a 
very serious matter. I do not know 
whether any member of the Church of 
Ireland is present, but the Church was 
robbed of 25 per cent. of its income in 
1838, and now what is represented as the 
Irish Church Surplus Fund is being 
further robbed of a similar amount. [ 
daresay it is not pleasant to hear these 
statements made on the floor of the 
House ; but I speak what I believe to be 
true, and I am utterly regardless whether 
I give satisfaction to any Member of the 
House or not. I know that Ireland was 
ascene of bloodshed, and not until the 
Tithe Composition Act was passed, over 
seventy years ago—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The right hon. Gentleman is really irrele- 
vant in going back on the history of tithe, 
which has nothing to do with the Amend- 
ment now before the Committee. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: What I say 
is this: that no reason has been assigned 
for this Bill. We are not to pass every 
Bill that a Government, no matter how 
strong, brings in, at any rate without 
thorough discussion. There has been no 
public demand for this Bill, no agitation, 
no boycotting, no material reason for it. 
It is brought forward without any ex- 
planation or comment. The right hon. 
Gentleman does not condescend to tell 
the Committee why, instead of following 
the old Act and getting rid of some 
omission of duty on the part of some 
Department of the Government in Ireland, 
he substitutes a standard for revising 
the tithe rent-charge in the future, which 
will diminish the Church property by 25 
per cent. Let the right hon. Gentleman | 
get up and say that I am wrong in my 
calculations. He has not told us what 
the practical effect of this change will be | 
on the Irish Church Surplus Fund, which 
was devoted by Act of Parliament “to 
the relief of unavoidable calamity and 
suffering” amongst the Irish people. He 
is hound, as a trustee of the State, before 
he violates that trust, to tell the House 
of Commons to what extent he is going 
to impair or encroach on that fund. 
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be the effect on the Church Fund 
in pounds, shillings, and pence of 
this legislation. I think the House is 
entitled to that information. Some 
hon. Members may thik that they are 
not. That is their concern, not mine. 
But it is a matter in which their consti- 
tuencies are interested even more than 
mine, because the Imperial Exchequer 
must make good all the differences in the 
Irish Chureh Fund, upon the faith of 
which public money to the extent of nine 
or ten millions have been already ad- 
vanced. So do not let hon. Members 
imagine that this is only an Irish ques- 
tion, and that they will not have to 
render an account of it to their own 


constituents. 
*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The right hon. Gentleman is again 


wandering from the question before the 
Committee. He must confine himself to 
the Amendment ; otherwise I shall have 
very reluctantly to call his attention to 
the Order against irrelevancy. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: Of course, 


, Mr. Lowther, I bow to your ruling ; but 


I confess that, while I do so, it seems to 
me that it amounts to this: that all I can 
say is that the Amendment is better than 
the original clause, and therefore I vote 
for the Amendment. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): The 
right hon. Gentleman says that, if this 
clause is carried, the tithe rent-charge 
will be reduced by 25 per cent. on account 
of the reduction in the judicial rents. I 
understand him to say that he would 
sooner go back to the old method of 
fixing the tithe rent-charge by the 
average corn prices. But if he did so, 
instead of reducing the tithe rent-charge 
by twenty-five per cent. it would reduce 
it thirty-three per cent. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: The rent- 
charge was not abolished by the Act of 
1872 as to lay tithe. The lay tithe is 
exactly in the same position as before. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS: What I wish to 
point out is that the reduction of the 
tithe on the price of cereals is much 





Neither in his opening statement nor greater than would be the reduction on 
at any period of this debate has he | the basis of judicialrents. At the present 
intimated to the House what will | time in England every £100 of tithe is 
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£100 of tithe was worth £112, showing 
a fall since 1878 of 43 per cent. 
Therefore it would be much better to 
acquiesce in the terms of the Bill, to the 
reduction of the tithe according to 
judicial rents, than to corn averages. I 
have always myself thought it was very 
difiicult to settle the tithe rent-charge on 
the average price of corn, because by Act 
of Parliament the prices have to be 
recorded in various towns and are 
not accuratély taken. It would 
be much easier to fix the tithe 
rent-charge in the various localities 
according to the rents in those localities. 
It seems to me only fair and just that 
tithe should be reduced according as 
rents have been reduced. All these pay- 
ments have to come out of the land, which 
must support three classes of people—the 
landlord, the tenant, and the labourer ; and 
if the tithe is reduced, the better it will 
be for all; and if it benefits all three 
classes, surely every Irishman, whether 
landlord, or tenant, or labourer, should be 
in favour of the Bill. The hon. Member 
for Dundee rather expostulated with the 
Government for going on with this Bill 
as a flirtation with the landlords ; and 
then he took occasion to find great fault 
with the Government for having reduced 
the rates on land in favour of the farmers. 
Surely if that was introduced into Ireland, 
everybody would agree that it would be 
a most excellent measure. Then he weit 
on to say that the Government had relieved 
the landlords of some part of the land tax. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is not in order in discussing speeches 
made on an Amendment on another 
clause which was disposed of yesterday. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS : I only wish I had 
been present last night. I trust that this 
relief to be given to the landlordsof Ireland 
will meet with the approval of a great 
number of Irish and English and Scottish 
gentlemen. [Hon. Members: Oh, oh !] 
Why uot? It is a just reduction on 
account of the fall in price of cereals, and 
the fall in rents. On that account I shall 
warmly support this clause as a simple 
act of justice. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): The hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down is 
wrong a little bit. The reason why the 


Mr, Jeffreys. 
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only worth £66 15s. 10d., while hon. Mem- | 
bers will remember that in 1878 every | 
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Government adopt the standard in rela- 
tion to judicial rents rather than in regard 
to the prices of corn, is that it will 
operate very much more largely in favour 
of the landlords, and by it the landlords 
will get a larger chunk out of the Church 
property. I can prove that out of the 
mouths of the landlords themselves, 
There was nothing which the landlords a 
short time ago insisted upon with greater 
force and persistency in regard to judicial 
rents than that these had been reduced 
out of all proportion to the fall in agri- 
cultural prices. I see the right hon, 
Gentleman who represented the landlords 
on the Fry Commission present, and he 
will remember that landlord after land- 
lord, and agent after agent, was brought 
before that Commission to prove that the 
fall in agricultural prices had been very 
moderate indeed. That is the very reason 
why in this particular clause the Govern- 
ment have adopted a variation by judicial 
renis, and not by prices. Unquestionably 
there has been a reduction in the price 
of cereals, the largest being that of wheat, 
but it has not been great, if anything, in 
the case of butter and other dairy pro- 
ducts and cattle. At the same time the 
landlords cannot have it both ways. Let 
them stand to one case or the other. If 
they are justified in contending that 
judicial rents have been reduced out of 
all fair proportion to the prices of agricul- 
tural produce, why not accept the Amend- 
ment and let that be the basis for fixing 
the tithe rent-charge’? It has heen said 
that the list of prices has not been pub- 
lished in the Dublin Gazette since 1887; 
but, as has been pointed out, it would be 
quite easy to rectify that. I would be 
very slow to accept prices taken by 
the Land Commissioners, but the autho- 
rities could readily obtain authentic data 
as to agricultural prices from 1887 to the 
present time, and that being done let 
them come to this House, if they are 
anxious to give a boon to their friends, 
and extract a large sum from the Irish 
Church Surplus Fund and hand it over 
to the landlords. Another reason why 
judicial rents should not be exclusively 
taken as a basis upon which the. variation 
of the tithe rent-charge is fixed is that the 
reduction in the judicial rents is largely 
made up from the improvements made by 
the tenants themselves. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : That question will 


be raised by the next Amendment. 
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Mr. FLYNN: I do not want to antici- 
pate an interesting Amendment, and [ | 
conclude by saying that there is no deny- 
ing the fact that by fixing judicial rents | 
as the basis of variation of tithe rent-| 
charge the largest possible amount of | 
money will be ‘abstracted from the Irish | 
Church Fund, which ought to be devoted | 
to the general benefit of the whole Irish | 

people, “for the benefit of one class only. 


| 
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| . . 
| which has no warrant, no foundation, 
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| basis, because tithe has nothing to do with 
|rent, whether fixed judicially or by 
agreement. Tithe rent is a burden on 
the land, without any reference whatever 
to rent, or whether there is a tenant or 
not. There may not be a tenant at all. 
I cannot understand why the Govern- 
ment should set up, a new basis alto- 
gether for fixing the tithe rent-charge, 
no 


| application whatever to the facts of the 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, 
In regard to the question raised by the 
hon. Member for Basingstoke, he may be | 
thoroughly satisfied that if this Amend. | 
ment were to give to the Irish landlords | 
more money than the original clause in | 
the Bill the Government would have | 
accepted it at once. So far as I am| 
concerned I do not look upon this) 
matter as one of pounds, shillings, and | 
pence, but as one of principle. Tithe | 
in all the existing Irish, Scotch, and | 
English Acts is based upon a footing of | 
prices of agricultural produce. Now, | 
why change “that standard in Ireland 1 | 
What principle is there for changing it ? | 
We are going to set up an unnatural | 


Mid) : | 


case. The suggestion thrown across the 


| floor of the House that the Amendment 


would give more to the Irish landlords 
than the original clause we may dismiss 
as a figment, ~ otherwise the Chief Secre- 
tary w ‘ould have jumped at it. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR rose ir his 
place and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put.” 


uestion put “That the Question be 
’ 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
Noes, 108. (Division List No. 175.) 
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| Fisher, William Hayes 
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Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 


Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hoare,EdwB rodie(Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon JamesHenryCeeil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lucas-Shadwell, William 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macelure, Sir John William 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E. 
M‘Iver,SirLewis (Edinb’gh, W. 
M‘Killop, James} 

Malcolm, Ian 
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Marks, Henry Hananel 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Ear] 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes. Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, RtHnHoraceCurzon 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 

Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Engledew, Charles John 
Evershed, Sydney 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
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Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’] 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 





Robinson, Brooke 

tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, James 

| Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
| Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 

| Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 

| Saunderson, Rt. Hon.Col,E.J. 
| Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 

| Seely, Charles Hilton 

| Sharpe, William Edward T. 

| Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
| Sidebottom, William(Derbys. ) 
| Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
| Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 


NOES. 


Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. 
Gold, Charles 

Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson. Jabez E. 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Leng, Sir John 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr. M. A(Qn.’sCo. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, James 
| O’Malley, William 
Palmer,George.Wm. (Reading) 
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Staniey, EdwardJas.(Somerset, 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C.E.(Tauntn) 
Welby,Sir Chas. G. E.( Notts.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L., 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de tresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Young, Commander (Berks,E. 
TRLLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs 
Richardson, J. (Durham,S.E.} 
tickett, J. Compton. 
toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sinclair,CaptJohn( Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Spicer, Albert 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Whiteley, George (Stoekport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,J olnCarvell( Notts.) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse,Sir JT(Hudd’rsfld) 
Young, Sainuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL, who spoke | form in which it had been put, it would ex- 
seated and covered, desired on a point of | clude two subsequent Amendments stand- 
order to call attention to the fact that if | ing in the name of the hon. Member for 


the Amendment were submitted in the |; North Louth. 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is quite right, but I put the question in 
that way in order to preserve the posi- 
tion of the hon. Member for East Mayo. 
I put the question two or three times and 
no objection was taken. 


Mr. DILLON: 
be taken when the closure had 
moved ? 


How could objection 
been 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 

for North Louth was not present when 
the Amendment was called, and the hon. 
Member for the Northern Division of 
Dublin County took charge of it, and 
moved it on his behalf. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: With all 
respect, if any hon. Member is not pre- 
sent in whese name the Amendment 
stands, it is competent for any hon. Mem- 
ber to move it. 
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*ToeE CHAIRMAN: I have repeatedly 
put the question to the House during the 
afternoon. If my attention had been 
drawn to the point when the question 
was first put I would have done my best 
to reserve the following Amendments, 


but we cannet go back now. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: With all. 
respect—— 


*THoe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
may also remind the hon. Member that 
the Committee has by its vote decided 
that the question which I have already 
proposed should be put ; and therefore I 
could not amend the form of the question 
if I wished to do so. 

Question put accordingly, “That the 
words proposed to be left out to the word 
‘and,’ in page 2, line 4, stand part of the 
clause.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 185 ; 
Noes, 113. (Division List No. 176.) 


AYES. 


Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 





Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

An-on, Sir W illiam Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Kaird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

jalfonr, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Maneh’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Rt Hn A HSmith-(Hunts 


Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.( Bristol | 


Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W. B.( Hants 
3eckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

3ill, Charles 
blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henr 
Bowles,T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
brassey, #lbert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Brymer, = liam Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burdett- C outts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. HonJ A(Glasgow 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J(Birm. 
Cc hamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 

( ‘oathill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. “Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, $ Sir Jolin Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw.H.Athole | 





Cooke, C. W. Radeliffe( Heref'd 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Donkin, Richard Sim 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. | 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D(Wednesbury 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampste’ d | | 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Howard, Joseph’ 

Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, ( reorge Bickersteth | 


Jackson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse- 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lecky,Rt. Hn William Edw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw'ns’a 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. HnWalter( Liverpool 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 


Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.} 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, lan 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Melville, Beresford Meg ogg 
Meysey- “Thompson, Sir H. 
Middlemore, J. -dincherten 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.), 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) ; 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm'thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
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Morrison, Walter 
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Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 


Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) | Robinson, Brooke 


Mount, William George 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | Round, James 


Murray,Rt HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pierpoint, Robert 


| Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 

| Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 

| Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J 
Seoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


| Seely, Charles Hilton 
| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Pilkington, R. (Lanes Newton | 


Platt-Higzins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt HnHoraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'] 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
‘Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 

Daly, James 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Engledew, Charles John 
Evershed, Sydney 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 


Mr. DILLON : The object of this sub- 
clause, as has already been pointed out, is 
to set up a totally new standard for the 
variation of the tithe rent-charge in Ire- 
Jand, a standard differing entirely in 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 


| Sidebottom, William (Derbysh 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


| Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
| Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks) 
| Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 


Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 


| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 





Stock, James Henry 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox. Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
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Gold, Charles 

Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, A. E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson- Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynm. (Swansea 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kinloch.SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Leng, Sir John 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M A(Queens’C 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Montagu, SirS. (Whitechapel) 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James 

O'Malley, William 

Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
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Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E. (Taunt’n 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under.-L, 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams,J oseph Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse, RtHnE. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander (Berks,E. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Ansiruther. 


Pickard, Benjamin 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8.E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel,J.(Stoeckton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Camarthen, E. 
Thomas,Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


principle from any system adopted either 
m England or Ireland, and I shall be able 
to show that unless my Amendment is 
accepted the standard proposed would be 
simply monstrous. 


It will be grotesque 
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even if my Amendment be accepted, but 
it will be absolutely monstrous if it is not. 


But I must at the present time confine , 


my remarks to the Amendment which I 
propose to submit. I propose for the old 
system of varying the tithe rent-charge 
an automatic system, which shall vary 
automatically in exact ratio to the varia- 
tion of the official judicial rents. That is 
to say, if the judicial rent has been re- 
duced during the last fifteen years 25 per 
cent., the tithe rent-charge in that district 
would be automatically reduced by 25 
per cent. It is a notorious fact that re- 
duction of judicial rents in Ireland is 
based mainly on a two-fold consideration, 
or two considerations quite distinct and 
apart from each other. Judicial rents 
may be reduced on account of the fall in 
the price of agricultural produce or, on 
the other hand, they may be reduced, and 
toa great extent are reduced, in conse- 
quence of the imprevements made by the 
tenants. Now, could a more monstrous 
proposition beconceived than that the head 
rent, the tithe rent-charge of the land- 
lord’s property, should be reduced by the 
same amount as that by which he has 
been obliged to reduce the rent of a 
tenant owing to improvements which 
have been made by that tenant? I 
should have thought it could not have 
been supported by any member of this 
House. The landlord reduces his rent by 
30 per cent. on account of the improve- 
ments of his tenant. The whole of it may 
be taken off, net because of any fall in 
the price of agricultural produce, but as 
an adequate allowance for the improve- 
ments of the tenant, and in respect of that 
allowance the landlord gets a reduction of 
30 per cent. on his tithe rent-charge. I 
cannot understand why the Government 
should make such a proposal. The effect 
of my Amendment will be to remove this 
extraordinary anomaly. It will, if passed, 
leave a standard based on such reductions 
on agricultural rents as were found to be 
due to the fall in the prices of agricultural 
produce, and eliminate those reductions 
due to the improvements made by the 
tenants. This is an important point, 
because those of us who are acquainted 
with the conditions of Ireland know that 
the reduction in rents in great part was 
due admittedly to the improvements of 
the tenants. ‘Therefore this clause would 


very seriously alter the standard by which 
the tithe rent-charge is collected. The 
whole scheme contained in Clause 2 of 
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the new scheme, upon which these 
reductions are to be made, is 
grotesque, but if this Amendment is 
accepted it will modify to a great extent 
the injustice of the Bill. There are 
many other elements of injustice in this 
proposal, but I think I should confine 
myself to the one particular element dealt 
with by this Amendment. At present I 
do not propose to take up further time in 
moving this Amendment, and I shall wait 
with considerable curiosity to hear what 
are the views of the Government, and see 
what attitude they will adopt on this 
matter. I only know of one argument 
which can be used, and that I have 


‘no doubt will be used. They will talk 


about the calculations which will have to 
be entered into. I quite admit that it 
will necessitate considerable calculation, 
but that is not our fault, it is the fault of 
the Government ; and when the Govern- 
ment bring in revolutionary proposals of 
this kind the responsibility for the mass 
of calculation which will be necessary to 
arrive at the reduction to be made must lie 
with the promoters of those proposals and 
not with us who are endeavouring to set 
the matter right. If the Government 
seek to base these reductions on that 
argument, some compromise may be 
arrived at, without going into minute 
caleulations in each case, by leaving it to 
the Land Court to say how much or how 
little of the reduction on the judicial rent 
is due to tenants’ improvements, and to 
strike out that from the amount of the 
tithe rent-charge, because it is due to the 
improvements which have been made by 
the tenants. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 4, after the word ‘ rents,’ to 
inserc the words ‘ deducting in each case, where 
a judicial rent has been fixed, the amount of 
the variation which was made in respect of 
improvements made by the tenants.’”—(Vr. 
Dilton.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said the accept- 
ance of the Amendment was not only 
difficult but it was impossible, because, as 
a matter of fact, no record had been kept 
of the tenants’ improvements before the 
year 1876, and therefore, in order to carry 
out the Amendment, it would be neces- 
sary to make special inquiry into every 
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holding to ascertain what the tenants’ 
improvements had been during the past 
twenty years. It must be perfectly clear 
to the hon. Member that, from the 
practical point of view, the Amendment 
was not one which could be accepted by 
the Government. No doubt the reduc- 
tions in rent made by the Land Com- 
missioners had been to some extent due 
to the fact that the Land Act allowed a 
reduction for tenants’ improvements, but 
he would remind the Committee that 
tithe was originally calculated on produce, 
and the tenant who had to pay tithe 
would have had to pay on his improve- 
ments in so far as the produce of the land 
was dependent upon them. If the English 
system of variation were applied in Ireland, 
the proper reduction would be not 25 per 
cent., but something over 30 per cent., 
and if that system were to obtain in 
Ireland the tithe rent-charge, having regard 
to the price of wheat and oats, would be 
greatly increased. In the case of wheat it 
would be 50 or 60 per cent. and in the case 
of oats 60 or 70 per cent. He contended 


that the hon. Member had made out no- 


case for the Amendment. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said that nobody would appre- 
ciate the revolutionary boldness of this 
measure without bearing in mind that 
the right hon. Gentleman had had the 
courage to attempt to change a system of 
taxation that was spoken of in Genesis, 
and which was already ancient when 
Moses came down from the Mount with 
the tables of the law. He would also 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
wien he attended Divine service his atten- 
tion was called to ‘the kindly fruits of 
the earth,” but even that appeal to 
the antiquity of this tax had not been 
sufficient to keep him from this revo- 
lutionary proposal. Having dealt with 
the theological aspect of the case, he 
would now turn to the political conse- 
quences of the action of the right hon. 
Gentleman. The right hon. Gentleman 
answered the arguments of the hon. 
Member for East Mayo by saying that 
the improvements of the tenant should 
not be taken into consideration. Whilst 
listening to the right hon. Gentleman he 
wondered what might be the thoughts of | 
the hon. Gentleman the Member for St. | 
Stephen’s Green—who accepted these | 
proposals with such extravagant joy— 
upon the speeches of the right hon. | 
Mr. G. HW. Balfour. 
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Gentleman and the hon. Member for 
Basingstoke. It was perfectly well known 
that the prices of agricultural produce 
had fallen so little as to justify no redue- 
tion of rent at all. The right hon. Gentle- 
man asked that the tithe rent should be 
reduced because the rents had _ been 
reduced, and that the tithe should be 
reduced in exact proportion to the redue- 
tion of the rent. Was there ever a more 
extraordinary collocation of absolutely 
irrelevant and unconnected circumstances ? 
What connection was there between the 
reduction of rents and the reduction of 


tithes? The right hon. Gentleman proposed 


by the Bill to reduce the tithes in exact pro- 
portion to the reduction of rent. He was 
asked by the hon. Member for East Mayo 
to deduct from the reduction of ‘rent 
those reductions which were made in 
consequence of the improvements of the 
tenants. Could anyone who looked at 
the subject with a fair and open mind, 
unbiassed by the prospect of boodle, 
suggest that that was not a fair request ? 
Rents were not reduced owing to the fall 
in the price of commodities, but because 
the Land Courts held that they were bound. 
to take from the rent the improvements 
made by the tenants. The reduction was 
made entirely irrespective of the land- 
lord. The landlord had his rents reduced 
because he was taking and putting into. 
his own pockets property which did not 
belong to him. It was held that the 
improvements belonged to the tenant and 
should not be charged in the rent but 
should be taken from it, and because 
legislation had restored to the pockets of 
the tenants the property which belonged 
to them, the landlord sought to take 
advantage of the restoration of that pro- 
perty and make that a reason for asking 
for a reduction of his tithes. If the 
right hon. Gentleman had said the tithes 
ought to be reduced because the amount 
on which they were collected was reduced 
the proposition would at least have been 
arguable, always providing that there 
was any justification for the reduc- 
tion of tithes at all. But he held 
that there was no such _ justification. 
A tenant gets a bit of bog land and 
manures it. He and his fathers before him 
for thirty, forty, or even a hundred years, 
had by their labour, skill, and capital 
brought the bog into fertile action and 
the court came and said, “ We will not 
charge you on the additional value you 
have given to this land and the improve- 
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ments you have made,” and now it was 
said that the landlord was to come to that 
House, and on the ground of his own wrong- 
doing make a claim for the reduction of 
his obligations. The proposition had only 
to be stated to show its grotesque 


absurdity. He was sure the right hon. 
Gentleman knew the absurdity and 


injustice of the Bill as well as anybody 
in the House. They could not defeat the 
principle of the clause, because already it 
has been accepted by the Committee, but 
at least they could try to mitigate its 
evils. It was absurd to make the re- 
duction of tithe in any way proportionate 
to or dependent upon the reduction of 
rent. If they did establish that principle 
they should at least mitigate its opera- 
tion by excluding from the reduction of 
tithe such a reduction in the rent as was 
due to the improvements of the tenant. 
The right hon. Gentleman said it was not 
a perfect measure. It was a 
thumb measure. Surely it was very easy 
for the right hon. Gentleman to get 
another rough-and-ready method—that 
was all his hon. friend asked—by which 
these improvements would be excluded 
from the scale which entitled the landlord 
toa reduction on his tithe. The right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury, when Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, dealt with a point analogous 
to the one now before the House— 
namely, the sudden reduction in prices 
which made existing rents impossible. The 
right hon. Gentleman was able to pass 
through the House an automatic, rough- 
and-ready means by which the reduction 
of rent was made proportionate to the 
reduction in prices. In the same way the 
Chief Secretary, if he really had the will, 
could easily find the way of carrying out 
the proposal of his hon. friend. The request 
of the right hon. Gentleman that the land- 
lords should have their burdens decreased 
was one of the most grotesque irrelevan- 
cies ever heard in that House. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) | 
said it appeared to him that the whole | 


principle that underlay the Bill was to 
benefit the landlord at the expense of the 
tenant. The Amendment proposed by 
the hon. Member for East Mayo was one 


that ought to receive the assent of the | 


House. If the tenant in days gone by 


had paid more rent than he ought to 
have doné he did not see why the House 
should interfere in the way proposed to 
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give the landlord the benefit of 
the improvements made by the 
tenant. The arrangement which the 
Bill proposed to set aside - was 


entered into voluntarily. There was no 
compulsion put on the landlords to accept 
it. They thought they were entering 
into a very good arrangement. Now, 
after the lapse of a period of years, they 
came and sought to benefit at the expense 
of the tenants. That was an unfair pro- 
posal which the Committee certainly 
should not accept. If rents in former 
years were fixed on the improvements 
of the tenants, and were now fixed on 
the value of the land, that was a matter 
that should be taken into consideration. 
The tithe-rent should be fixed according 
to the reduction of the holding, exclusive 
of improvements. That was the whole 
point at issue. 


Mr. DILLON: I wish to say a few 
words in reply to the Chief Secretary 
before the Amendment goes to a 
division. The Chief Secretary in 
his speech made no attempt to justify 
his refusal to accept the Amendment. I[ 
knew the argument he would use would 
be that it would lead to a great deal of 
difficulty, and that it would be impracti- 
cable. I do not think it is impracticable. 
~The reduction of a first charge on 
the land is a method which has never 
been applied in any country before, and 
it is of such an extraordinary character 
that I say it is our duty to fence round 
and safeguard the proposal so as to inflict 
the least possible amount of injustice. 
Let us for a moment see how this works 
out. Take the historical case of Adams 
v. Dunseath. In that case a man built a 
house on his holding. It was nearly 
double the value of the holding, and in 
the original trial under the Land Act, 
twenty years ago, the landlord was found 
to be entitled to put rent on the house 
built by the tenant. After fifteen or 
sixteen years the tenant in this case came 
into court again the other day, and owing 
to certain decisions in the final Court of 
Appeal he succeeded in getting all the 


| rent paid on his house taken off, and he 


had it properly restored to him. A con- 
crete case of this sort represents better 
than anything else the gross absurdity of 
the proposal in this Bill. Under this Bill, 
if you apply the principle now before us 
'to the case of Adams v. Dunseath, the 
landlord would get a first charge on 
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his estate reduced by 30, 40, or 50 
per cent., whereas if he had never placed 
on the house the unjust rent which he 
has been compelled to forego he would 
not get the reduction. Can absurdity go 
further? It is quite true that that in- 
justice was done by a rule of thumb 
system, but that does not affect the prin- 
ciple, and in order to illustrate the pre- 
posterous and grotesque nature of the 
principle on which this scale is to be 
nased I am entitled to apply it to an in- 
dividual case. I admit frankly that I 
have selected an extreme case. I do not 
mean to contend for a moment that the 
result of the Bill all over Ireland would 
be as extreme as it would be when 
applied to the case I have referred to, 
but the principle is equally rotten. Really 
I think it would be impossible to imagine 
a more monstrous proposition. When 
the right hon. Gentleman says the 
Amendment cannot be accepted-—because, 
forsooth, it would give too much trouble 
to the Land Commission—he should de- 
vise another scheme. If he finds that 
he cannot by Amendments _ bring 
this scheme into consistency with 
logic, reason, and justice, then I say 
he is bound to throw away this scheme 
and propose another. We cannot dismiss 
from our minds the fact that this is one 
of the most extraordinary revolutions 
ever proposed in regard to the charges on 
land. What did the right hon. Gentle- 
man say in his reply? He said I seemed 
to forget the real character of the varia- 
bility inherent in tithe. What is varia- 
bility in English tithe does not apply 
here, because it is no longer inherent in 
Irish tithe. It is a monstrous abuse of 
language to talk about variability being 
inherent in tithe, which thirty years ago 
was made the subject of statutory settle- 
ment in this House, the basis of which 
was that there should be no variability. 
What is variability? The right hon. 
Gentleman might easily have told the 
House that it was supposed to be a tenth 
of the produce—that is to say, the tithe 
varied in proportion to the value of the 
produce. Rents do not and ought not to | 
vary in direct proportion to the rise 
and fall in prices. This I consider 
a most important point as bearing 
on this proposal, because I contend, 
and every agricultural expert whose 
works I have ever read on this subject 
contends, that rent, if justice is done, 
must vary in much greater proportion 


Mr. Dillon. 
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‘than the variation of price. That is an: 
; accepted axiom in dealing with these. 
questions—that is to say, if the price of 
agricultural produce varies by 10 per 
, cent., the rent ought to drop a great deal 
more. Rent pays, and ought to pay, in 
| proportion to the cost of production, the 
price of labour and a variety of other 
considerations, but the variability in- 
herent in tithe was based on a totally 
different standard. It was variability 
directly proportional to the price of pro- 
duce. The right hon. Gentleman js. 
entirely wrong when he refers me to the 
variability inherent in tithe, and he is 
doubly wrong when he leans on the hon. 
Member, who spoke in absolute sincerity, 
but in absolute ignorance of the history 
of Irish land, which is an extremely 
complicated subject. He thinks he can 
settle the question by telling us of the 
present condition of English tithes. He 
might as well tell us what is the position 
of tithe in China, if there is such a thing. 
That would have as much bearing on the 
position of tithe in Ireland as the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman. Tithe in 
Ireland has been the subject of a series 
of arrangements. I am acquainted with 
the history of these settlements. I know 
that tithe in Ireland has been different 
throughout the whole century from 
what it has been in England, and to 
say that because variations take place in 
English tithes, similar variations ought to 
take place in Ireland, where a totally 
different system has been in force, where 
the land has been held for generations 
under a totally different system, is an 
utterlyabsurd and preposterous argument. 
You talk about the variability inherent 
in tithe. I maintain that, substantially 
speaking, there has been no variability in 
herent in Irish tithe since 1838. The right 
hon. Gentleman himself admitted that such 
was the variability since and before the 
settlement of 1838 that not one in a 
hundred ever succeeded in getting his tithe 
varied, and that for practical purposes 
that variability was invariable. The result 
was that for all practical purposes the 
tithe-payers in Ireland had settled down 
and accepted their tithe as an invariable 
charge on the land. It is absurd to base 
an argument in support of this revolu- 
tionary and extraordinary change on any- 
thing that existed in England. We have 
to deal with a case of tithe which for 
nearly one hundred years has been practi- 


‘eally an invariable charge, so far as the 
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ecclesiastical burden is concerned. The 
principle of inherent variability is invoked 
for the purpose of justifying this extra. 
ordinary proceeding, which really has no 
justification, and which is a frank and 
simple act of plunder. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I have been sitting 
here in expectation that we should really 
have some arguments adduced against 
the Amendment, but, so far as I under- 
stood, the Chief Secretary founded his 
opposition mainly on the assertion that it 
was practically impossible to draw the 
distinction which the Amendment implied. 
He did not, so far as I am aware, find 
out what would be the reduction of rent as 
based on tenants’ improvements, but I did 
not understand that the right hon. Gen- 
tleman at all disputed the equity of the 
arguments used by the hon. Member for 
East Mayo. I confess to having been 
more or less in attendance while the Bill 
was being discussed, and I cannot help 
saying that it appears to me to be perhaps 
the most extraordinary measure of the 
session, if not of the Parliament or of the 
century. There was the initial puzzle why 
the Bill was introduced at all. Then 
there is the further puzzle why the funds 
to enable this obvious and naked gift to 
be made to the landowners of Ireland are 
to be taken from the Irish Church Fund, 
which was given by Parliament to the 
relief of the poor and needy, the dis- 
tressed and suffering in Ireland. Then 
there was the puzzle of the myscerious 
printer's error which crept into two Acts 
of Parliament, and upon which the whole 
case appears to me to be founded. 
Then we have the puzzle that tithes 
which have been for many years fixed 
and stereotyped by the law of the land, 
and which before that we were told were 
practically fixed, so difficult was it to take 
the means to make them vary, are all the 
time inherently variable, and that such 
variability is of a sacred character and 
ought to be respected. The next puzzle 
is that tithes are no longer to have 
to do with the prices of produce, but 
with the reduction of rents, an ele- 
ment which had never come into the 
matter before. I have gone from one of 
these puzzles to another, and now I come 
to the last, that the reduction of rent, on 
the ground of which the landlord is to re- 
ceive a benefit, is to include a reduction 
made in consequence of his having exacted 
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arent on his tenant’s improvements.. 
That was rent that he should never have 
had at all, and becanse he has been under 
the legislation, beneficent or otherwise, of 
recent years estopped from any longer 
exacting rent in this iniquitous fashion in 
a way that has been condemned by Par- 
liament, he is to receive a pecuniary 
advantage now from this Bill. That is a. 
chain of puzzles that I have never seen 
equalled in connection with an Act of 
Parliament before. In regard to the last 
proposal, I have waited expecting to 
hear some argument in its defence, 
and if there is no such thing to be said, 
why should we be stopped in preventing 
this gross injustice because there may be 
some difficulties in the way we have not 
heard of. It is an injustice in more 
senses than one, because it is in itself’ 
inequitable and illogical. Besides that,. 
remember every penny that is taken out 
of the Irish Church Fund is taken from. 
some other beneficent purpose, and there 
are hundreds of claims in Ireland which, 
I venture to say, ought to take prece- 
dence over the one with which we are: 
now dealing. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The right. 
hon. Gentleman stated that he had been 
in constant attendance. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
More or less. I was in attendance during 
the whole of the Second Reading debate, 
which gave me a certain knowledge of 
the subject. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I think it is. 
rather a pity that the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not address to the House on the- 
occasion of the Second Reading of the 
Bill the observations he has just made, 
because the greater part of the 
observations are totally irrelevant to 
the Amendment now before us. I 
have already given the general grounds 
on which the provisions which the right 
hon. Gentleman attacks have been in- 
serted in the Bill, and I am, therefore, 
content to address myself to the parti- 
cular Amendment before the Committee. 
The hon. Member for East Mayo pro- 
poses that we should not take the re- 
ductions of rent as the standard of 
variation of tithes, and asks that an 
allowance should be made in each case 
for the improvements made by the 
tenants. My answer to that is that it 
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would be absolutely impracticable. The could be devised than the one which we 


thing could not be done, and I would 
‘say that the acceptance of the Amend- 
ment would ruin the whole Bill, and we 
might as well drop the Bill at ence. The 
hon. Member for East Mayo has stated 
that I said nothing whatever with respect 
to the justice of the proposal. What I 


stated previously was that I did not 


think the considerations of 
adduced by the hon. Member were such 
as to need that serious weight should be 
attached to them, and I have given my 
reasons for so thinking. I have also, 
over and above that, referred to the 
inherent variability of the tithes, and I 
would remind the hon. Member that 
tithe in its first form, in which it 
was really one-tenth of the pro- 
‘duce, did and would include an 
amount due to the 


tithe-owner in| 


justice | 


consequence of greater productivity re- | 


sulting from tenants’ improvements, as 
well as the produce of the land apart from 
those improvements. 


Mr. DILLON: What about a house ? 
‘There is no tithe on a house. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I think the 
reduction of rent has nothing to do with 
houses. But I would ask the Committee 
to look at the question a little more 
broadly. I have not said that tithe ought 
to be reduced because rents have been 
reduced, although I think I could 
«quote speeches made by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite to that effect. What I 
said was that it was necessary to 
establish some standard of variability. 
There are strong objections, denied by 
nobody, to establishing the old standard of 
variability in Ireland, and we have there- 
fore to introduce a new standard. I do 
not believe a fairer standard of variation 





propose in this Bill. I have been told 
again and again that it is a revolutionary 
proposal, and that such a thing has 
never been heard of before. I think the 
principle, if I am not mistaken, was 
introduced into the Act of 1891, but in 
any case the general adoption of a prin- 
ciple of this kind has not been possible 
in any other country except Ireland, and 
in Ireland it is only possible from the cir- 
cumstance that there we have had rents 
judicially fixed. We have taken advan- 
tage of that circumstance, and I venture 
to think that if the Bill passes there will 
be a better standard of variation for tithe 
rent-charge than there is in this country. 


Mr. FLYNN said it was quite evident, 
when the right hon. Gentleman could only 
make such a lame defence of the proposal, 
that there was no case. After all was said 
and done, the greater portion of the 
reduction was based on the tenants’ im- 
provements. They were bound to resist 
this Bill at every possible stage—firstly, 
because of its own inherent defects, and, 
secondly, because money was being taken 
from an Irish public source and given to 
one special class of the community. Up to 
1881 the landlords of Ireland had a legal 
right to confiscate improvements, and to 
rob and penalise the tenants, and because, 
as the Leader of the Opposition had said, 
they were stopped from defrauding the 
tenants, they were now to get the largest 
possible share out of the Irish Church 
Fund. He hoped the House would pro- 
test against the action of the Govern- 
ment. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 121 ; 
Noes, 198. (Division List No. 177. 
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O'Malley, William 

Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Piekersgill, Elward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Richardson, J. (Durham 38. E.) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees 


| Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfars. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 


NOES. 


Corbetr, A. Cameron (Glasgow 


| Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
| Cruddas, William Donaldson 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dyke, RtHonSir William Hart 
Everton, Hon, A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir RK. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonei (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonei 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury, Kt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Howard, Joseph 
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Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merth’r 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 

Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,JohnCarvell( Notts.) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson,J. W.(Woreestersh, N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ. T( Hudders’d 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Hozier, Hon. J. Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn-(Swans. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Kt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, H. Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Arclue Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E. 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, James 
Malcolm, lan 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F, 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas, J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott(Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, Hon. I. (Monm/’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 
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Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William George 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


Murray. Col. Wyndham(Bath) | 


Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R.(Lanes., Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, ‘Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep’! 


It being after half-past 
clock, the Chairman 
make his 

Committee report 
again To-morrow. 


VETERINARY SURGEONS AMEND: 


MENT BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


NEW BILL. 


RAILWAY AND CANAL 
(1888) 


Bill to amend the 


Adjournment of 


left the 
teport to the House. 


Progress ; 


AMENDMENT. 


{COMMONS} 


Ridley, 1 - — Sir Matthew W 
Ritchie, Hon. Chas. 
swereding Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Round, James 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Che'tenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. Ed. J. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 

Sidebottom, Williain(Derbysh. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Stanley, Edw. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley,SirHenryM.( Lambeth 
Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Talbot, RtHnJ G(Oxfd. Univ.) 


Five of the 


Chair to} ping, and 


to sit 





Sir James 


the House. 


Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Vineent,ColSirCE H(Shettield) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt. -¢ ¢ AC “yg (Taunton 
W elby, Sir C. E. (Notts. ) 
WwW hiteley, H.(. "ie Hea under-L, 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph? owell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Arehibald 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
W odehouse, Rt Hon. E.R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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cluding Agriculture and Fishing), § Ship- 
Manufactures : 
Wilson (Durham) : 
substitution : 


-- Mr. John 
and had appointed in 
Woodhouse. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Eighth Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


| CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 

| RECENT NEWS. 

| On the Motion for Adjournment— 
TRAFFIC ACT | | Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) asked if 

| the Government had any information to 
Railway and | give the House with regard to the state 


Canal Traffic Act, 1888, and to provide of affairs in China. 





for the better carriage by rail of cycles, | 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Howard 


Vincent, Mr. Gladstone, Mr. Butcher, 
Mr. Marks, Mr. Kimber, Mr. Thornton, 
and Mr. Lows. 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT 
(1888) AMENDMENT BILL. 
“To amend the Railway and Canal | 


Traffic Act, 1888, and to provide for the 


better carriage by rail of cycles,” pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first 


time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 16th July, and to be printed. 
| Bill 283. ] 


SELECTION (STANDING 
COMMITTEES). 

Mr. HALsey reported from the Com- | 
mittee of Selection: That they had | 
discharged the following Member from | 
the Standing Committee on Trade (in- | 





SECRETARY — or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
3RODRICK, Surrey, Guildford): I am 
afraid that I have no satisfactory infor- 
mation to give to the House. The 
situation, so far as we know, is practically 
unchanged since yesterday, and the allied 
Admirals do not seem to have been able 
to take any forward movement towards 
Tientsin. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Has there been any backward movement ? 
A statement which appears in the press 
to-day conveys that impression. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: We have no reason 
to suppose that any backward movement 
has been made, but we have no informa- 
tion that they have yet seen their way to 
undertake any further movement forward. 


*THE UNDER 


Adjourned at ten minutes 
hefore Six of the clock. 
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561 Thames and Severn 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 5th July, 1900. 
ASHAN NATIVE RISING—INVEST- 





MENT OF COOMASSIE. 

THE Ear, or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, seeing the noble Earl the Under 
Secretary for the Colonies in his place, 
I should like to ask whether he can give 
the House any information with regard 
to the state of affairs on the West Coast 
of Africa. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY ~ or 
STATE For THE COLONIES (The 
Earl of SELBORNE): My Lords, Her 


Majesty’s Government have received this 
morning the following telegram, which I 
am sure your Lordships will be glad to 
hear, from Colonel Willcocks— 


“Fumsu, 4th July.—Just received letter 
sent by Governor Hodgson in which he states 
that he, with 600 native soldiers under the 
command of Major Morris, departed from 
Coomassie 23rd June by way of Patiasa (and) 
Terrabum. Captain Bishop, Inspector of 
Constabulary, Gold Coast, and Ralph, Lagos 
Constabulary, and 100 native soldiers have 
been left behind at Coomassie with rations up 
to 15th July. I will personally relieve 
Coomassie by the date under any ecir- 
cumstances. Hodgson states that intended 
to g° over river Ofin by way of Mampong 
to Cape Cvast—but [ have applied to 
him by urgent special messengers to leave 
behind as many men as possible in order to 
give assistance to me enter into Coomassie. 
Lieutenant-Colonel Burroughs, with 400 native 
soldiers, arrived at Dompoasi Ist July.” 


I may add that that means he has got 


through the Dompoasi Hills, which are | 


the most difficult part of the road to 
Coomassie. The telegram continues— 
“Eneiny’s force taken completely by surprise ; 
stockales evacuated by them. Burroughs 
captured forty guns, quantity of gunpowder 
and caps, and also k‘lled thirty of the enemy ; 
our loss one native soldier killed in action, 
three native soldiers wounded.” 


SAT FIRST. 
The Earl of Tankerville sat first in 
Parliament after the death of his father. 


THAMES AND SEVERN CANAL PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 


the Sessional Order of the 12th March | to petition against the Bill. 


VOL. LXXXV. [Fourtn Spies. ] 
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Canal Bill, 562 


| with regard to the First Reading of Pro- 
| visional Order Confirmation Bills, I will 


trouble your Lordships with a few words 
of explanation. I should not attempt to 
interfere with the operation of this Stand- 
ing Order except upon good cause shown. 
I should at once agree that the onus of 
proving the necessity of suspending the 
Standing Order lies upon those who 
propose ‘it, and I should not suggest that 
at this period of the session a 
Standing Order should be suspended tor 


| a Bill of this kind, unless the Department 


promoting it had every reason to believe 


_that the Order would be unopposed. 
Important interests are involved in the 


Bill referred to, the object of which is to 
hand over to the County Council of the 
county of Gloucester a canal which is 
out of repair. The canal was authorised 
in the last century, but has fallen out of 
repair, and in 1893 the company owning 
the navigation published a notice of their 
intention to close it for through traffic. 
A large number of the local authoritics 
concerned thought this would be disastrous 
to the community, and a trust was formed 
of several county councils and urban dis- 
trict councils to see if the undertaking 
could not be resuscitated. That trust 
have spent £15,000 upon this waterway, 
and have come to the end of their 
resources, but the County Council of 
Gloucester are anxious to avoid the 
abandoning of what they regard as an 
undertaking important to their district, 
and the object of this Provisional Order 
is to hand over the canal to that county 
council. No objections to the Order 
were received after many weeks of adver- 
tisement. Careful inspection has been 
undertaken at the hands of the officers of 


| the Board of Trade, and the Law Officers 


of the Crowa had to be consulted upon 
certain points. Under those circum- 
stances a considerable amount of delay 
has taken place, but I assure your Lord- 
ships that it was unavoidable delay, for 


'which neither the promoters nor the 


Board of Trade were responsible. The 
notice to suspend the Standing Order was 
put down in perfectly good faith, the 


| Board of Trade believing that there would 


| however, 
/ has been kanded to me. 


be no opposition. Since that time, 
an intimation of opposition 
I do not know 


‘whether that intention is really to be 
| carried into effect, or whether the gentle 
My Lords; in moving the suspension of | man giving the notice really proposes 


} 


If he intends 
Y 
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to oppose it I would at once say that it 
would serve no useful purpose to proceed 
with the suspension of the Standing 
Order, but I should like to be quite sure 
that the oppposition, is really intended 
before, on behalf of the County Council 
of Gloucester, I abandon what I know is 
earnestly desired by them and what I 
believe will be for the public interest. 
To put myself in order, I move the sus- 
pension of the Standing Order ; but as to 
whether I shall persevere in the motion, 
I shall be largely guided by what is said 
in the House, and by the opinion of the 
noble Lord the Chairman of Committees, 
who has the best right to speak on this 
matter. 


Moved, “That the Sessional Order of 


the 12th March last, ‘That no Provisional | 


Order Confirmation Bill originating in 
this House shall be read a first time after 
Tuesday, the first day of May next,’ be 
dispensed with in respect of a Bill to con- 
firm a Provisional Order made by the 
Board of Trade under Section 45 of the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, in 
the matter of the Thames and Severn 
Canal.”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN : My 


Lords, I venture to hope that the House , 


will hesitate before suspending the Stand- 
ing Order in this case. 
be generally admitted that it is undesir- 
able to suspend the Sessional Order except 
where the object is a public one, and 
where it is quite clear that no private 
interests acquired by previous legislation 
or otherwise will be prejudicially affected 
or interfered with by reason of the Pro- 
visional Order. This, of course, professes 
to be and is a motion on the part of the 
Board of Trade for a Bill to confirm a 
Provisional Order, but in reality it is not 
for any public purpose. It is, as the 
noble Lord has himself told us, practically 
the Bill of the Gloucester County Council. 


What may be the intention or the pro- | 


posals of the Gloucester County Council 
as contained in this Bill we do not know, 
because the Bill has not been published. It 
is not laid upon your Lordships’ Table; and 
I must say, in passing, with regard to the 
procedure of the House, that I venture to 
think it would be a good thing if, when 
it is proposed to suspend a Standing 
Order in the case of any Provisional 
Order Bill, the Bill itself should be laid 


on the Table and circulated, so that your 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


{LORDS} 


Lordships should have an opportunity of’ 


I believe it will | 


| Lord the 
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seeing what there is in the Bill. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 


You cannot circulate a Bill until it has. 


been read a first time. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN ; 
Possibly that is a good objection ; but | 
think that in these cases some effectual 
means ought to be taken in order to 
inform the House, and persons who may 
be interested, what object the Bill is in- 
tended to achieve. This Bill proposes to 


take a canal from a Trust to which it. 


now belongs, and to make an Order for 


abandoning the canal, and, after that Order: 


has been carried out, then to proceed to 
dispose of the canal otherwise. I am not 
interested at. all in this canal, but after 
looking over the statements of the Board 
of Trade in promoting the Bill, and what 
the private individual has set out who is 
opposing it, I felt satisfied that it was a 
proper case to which to call your Lord- 
ships’ attention. This private opponent 
opposed the Bill which was promoted by 
the Trust in 1895 and obtained certain 
terms, which were conceded to him by 
agreement. If this Bill goes forward it 
will conflict with the clauses of the Act 
of .1895, under which these terms were 
obtained. I can. tell the noble Lord that 
the private opponent.certainly does intend 
to oppose the Bill, and. to persevere in his 
opposition. I was a little surprised when 
the noble Lord. said that the Board of 
Trade had received no. notice of opposi- 
tion. I have had an opportunity of read- 
ing a long letter from the Parliamentary 
agent of the opponent, which was 
addressed to the Board of Trade, and 
which, though it did not contain 
the words of object,” recited the cir- 


cumstances at very considerable length,. 


and pointed out how objectionable 


such a proceeding as this on the part of 


the Board of Trade would be, and how it 
would injure his client. Under these 
circumstances I would appeal to the noble 
Chairman of Committees 
whether it is not proper that the usual 
course should be taken in this case. Why 
should the Gloucester County Council 
not proceed in the ordinary way? The 


Bill undoubtedly affects certain existing: 


rights. It is, properly speaking, a 
private Bill, and why should it not be 
proceeded with in the ordinary way as a 


private Bill’. I submit that this is not a. 
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565 Private Bill 
proper case for the suspension of the 
Sessional Order, especially as the House 
js in entire ignorance of the contents of 
the Bill. 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 


up very much the view of my noble friend 
behind me on this question. 
nothing irregular in the proposal being 
brought before your Lordships’ House in 
the form of a Provisional Order; the 
irregularity consists in the Provisional 
Order being two months late, according 
to the Sessional Order of 12th March. I 
quite agree with what fell from my noble 
friend behind me, that the fault of the 
delay does not rest with the promoters nor 
with the Board of Trade, and I was quite 
prepared, from what I heard from the 
promoters, to make no objection to the 
Bill being introduced. But since hearing 
from the agent of the private individual 


opinion that it is not a case where the 
Sessional Order should be dispensed with. 
We are now practically at the end of the 
first week in July. The Bill originates in 


considered. Under these circumstances 
itis hardly worth while suspending the 
Sessional Order in respect to this Bill. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 
After the expressions of opinion which we 
have heard I shall not persevere with my 
motion, but I should like to say that up 
till yesterday, so far as I can ascertain, 
no notice of opposition was lodged at 
the Board of Trade. I did receive a letter 
yesterday afternoon from the gentleman 
who I understand is to oppose the Bill, 


of Trade. Under all the circumstances, 
although I greatly regret the necessity 
for postponing it, and although I believe 
the public interest will suffer, and that 


have no option but to ask your Lordships 
to allow me to withdraw the motion. 


drawn. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
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(The Earl of MortEy): My Lords, I take | 


There is | 


who opposes the Bill that there is serious | 
opposition, I venture to express the | 


this House, and if there is serious opposi- | 
tion it is impossible for it to be seriously | 


and on that I consulted with the Board | 


the damage to the waterway will be) 
greater next year than it is this year, I | 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- | 
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| had laid upor. the Table the Certificates 

from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with :— 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (Housing of Work- 
ing Classes). 

Local Government Provisional Order 
(Housing of Working Classes). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Busines. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 
| Report from the Select Committee, 
| That the Committee had not proceeded 
| with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
|thereto. The Orders made on the 21st 
‘June last and Monday last discharged, 
and Bill committed. 


ABERDEEN POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL. 


LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


SUUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bills, no 
| parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto. The Orders made on the 19th 
June last and Monday last discharged, 
and Bills committed. 


| TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [H.1.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments, and committed to a 
' Committee of the whole House To-morrow. 


LEE CONSERVANCY BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
' with Amendments. 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


COSTA RICA RAILWAY COMPANY, 


LIMITED, BILL [H.1.]. 
Reported without amendment. 


NORTH METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 
| AND CANAL BILL. 


| Reported from the Select Committee 
| with Amendments. 


be 
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LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS) 
I ABs 


Reported without amendment, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House To-morrow. 


LANCASTER CORPORATION BILL. 
Report of Her Majesty’s Attorney 


{LORDS} _ 


Business. 568 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BLLL. 


/LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


HAMILTON BURGH BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
/ Amendments agreed to. 


General received, and ordered to lie on | 


the Table. 


ROCHDALE CORPORATION BILL. 
OLDHAM CORPORATION BILL. 

WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 

Moved, That the Order made on the 
12th day of March last, “‘ That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tuesday, 
the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bills be now read 2¢; 
agreed to; and the Bills read 2 accord- | 
ingly. © 


ROCHDALE CORPORATION BILL. 
Committed. The Committee to be) 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


OLDHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
Committed. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 
Committed. The Committee to be pro- | 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


WORKINGTON RAILWAYS AND DOCKS 


WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL [1.1.}. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS 


4h 


RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 
VALLEY WATER BILL. 


WEST BROMWICH CORPORATION 


BILL. 
GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE’S AND 
LYTHAM TRAMWAYS BILL. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
B 


L. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 


BILL [H.L.]. | tion, That the following Lords be proposed 
Read 3¢; Amendments made; Bill | to the House to form the Select Commit- 


assed, and sent to the Commons. 
> 


| tee for the consideration of the said Bills, 


| viz. :— 


AIRDRIE, COATBRIDGE, AND _ DIS- 


TRICT WATER TRUST BILL. 


AIRDRIE AND COATBRIDGE TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 
tead 3%, with the Amendments, and | 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


READING CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) 
BILL. 


WOLVERHAMPTON GAS BILL. 
Read 3% with the Amendments; 
further Amendments made ; Bills passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 1) 
BILL. 
NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE ELECTRIC 
SUPPLY BILL. 
SCARBOROUGH CORPORATION BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 
and referred to the Examiners. 





M. Winchester, 

E. Romney, 

V. Portman (chairman), 
L. Tredegar, 

L. Monckton (V. Galway) ; 


agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Monday next, at Eleven o'clock, and all 
petitions referred to the Committee, with 
leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the 


Bills. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 
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TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
(No. 2) BILL [#.1.}. and ordered to lie on the Table. 

Read 3% (according to Order), and | 

passed, and sent to the Commons. 





EDUCATION. 


| 
L GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO | Return respecting. Laid before the 
LOCAL GOVERNME} 2LAN | ro ia 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF | House (pursuant to Order of the 19th 


WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. | June last), and to be printed. (No. 163.) 
(No. 165.) | 


| 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- | ; is 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. (No. | COPYRIGHT BILL [u.1.]. 
166. ) | COPYRIGHT (ARTISTIC) BILL [H.1.]. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO-| Leave given to the Select Committee to 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. | report from time to time. 
(No. 167.) 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL COPYRIGHT BILL [H.1.]. 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. (No. 168.) | Reported from the Select Committee 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | with Amendments, and committed to a 
ORDERS (No. 15) BILL. (No. 169.) | Committee of the whole House, and to be 


TRAMWAYS PROVISIONAL ORDERS | Printed as amended. (No. 162.) 
(No. 5) BILL. (No. 170.) 
Brought from the Commons ; read 14; | 
to be printed; and referred to the Ex-| RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCI- 
aminers. | DENTS) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 


| 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. _| Order). 





are | Clauses 1 to 9 agreed to. 
TREATY SERIES. | Clanse 1¢ 
No. 12 (1900). — Accession of the | Senaibupasil 
Republic of Uruguay to the Convention; Lorp De RAMSEY: I understand 
signed at Geneva 22nd August, 1864, for | from the noble Lord who has charge of 
the amelioration of the condition of | this Bill that he has not yet seen the 
the wounded in armies in the field, 3rd} Amendment which stands on the Paper 
May, 1900. |in my name. I therefore, with your 
No. 13 (1900).—International Con- | st t petecy a to: cealcae wa 
Mae: : : .. | pone it until the Third Reading stage. 
vention respecting the liquor traffic in| 
Africa [signed at Brussels, 8th June, |  Torp JAMES or HEREFORD: I am 
1899]. Ratifications deposited at Brussels, | bliced > waniihe, teleusk fee alleaa 
Sth and 19th June, 1900 obliged to my noble friend for allowing 
. ; | his Amendment to stand over. I wish to 
'confer with the Board of Trade before 
ving him an answer with regard to it. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896 (HIGH- | gi 
BRIDGE, WEDMORE, AND CHEDDAR | 
LIGHT RAILWAY ORDER, 1900). 
Order made by the Light Railway 

Commissioners, and modified and con- i ta 

firmed by the Board of Trade, authorising | . 

the construction of light railways in the; Lorp AVEBURY: I have a couple of 

county of Somerset, between Highbridge, | Amendments to this clause, but for the 

Wedmore, and Cheddar. "reason just given by the noble Lord oppo- 

| site I will bring them forward at the 
Presented (by Command), and ordered | Third Reading. 
to lie on the Table. 


Clauses 10 to 13 agreed to. 


Ciause 14 agreed to. 

SEA FISHERIES ACT, 1868 (ORDERS 

FOR FISHERY GRANTS, 1899-1900). Bill reported, without amendment, 

Report of the Board of Trade under and recommitted to the Standing Com- 
Part IIT. of the Sea Fisheries Act, 1868.) mittee. ; 
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ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS employers and employed. After three 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. years experience of the Act of 1897 the 
House in Committee (according to| Government are of opinion that it would 
Order) ; Bill reported without amend-| be wise that the present Bill—which 
ment ; and recommitted to the Standing | was introduced by a private Member in 
Committee. the other House, where it was thoroughly 
discussed, and which has for its object the 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT | eXtension of ths Act to agricultural 
(1897) EXTENSION BILL. labourers, whose exclusion in 1897 was 
the subject of much comment—should be 
passed into law this session. I should 
Order of the Day for the Second Read-| like to say one word with regard to the 
ing read. | first clause. The Bill as originally intro- 
| duced was simply to extend the provisions 
*THE LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount | of the Act of 1897 to agriculture entirely. 
Cross): My Lords, in moving the Second | It was felt in the discussions in the other 
Reading of this Bill I would remind your | House, and I believe outside, that there 
Lordships of the debates which took} should be some limitation as to the 
place in this House and elsewhere on the | extent to which the Bill should go. That 
passing of the Workmen’s Compensation | matter was most carefully discussed and 
Bill of 1897. That Bill introduced a/ the clause amended, it being felt that if 
novel principle in the matter of trade and | there was no limitation in the case of 
business, making the business itself re-| small farmers, who might simply have an 
sponsible for the risks of that business. | allotment and employ casual labourers, 
Great apprehensions were entertained at | great hardship might be done, such 
the time that the Bill was going a good | farmers probably being in no_ better 
deal too far, and many persons, I believe, | financial position than the casual 
thought that such legislation would be a | labourers whom they employed. The 
serious interference with trade and manu-_| first section of Clause 1 was altered, and 
facture, and that great losses would be | now reads as follows— 
sustained by those engaged in such trades. « From and after the commencement of this 
There were other objections taken to the Act, the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, 
passing of that measure, not that it was shall apply to the employment of workmen in 
too large, but that it was too small and | agriculture by any employer who habitually 
did not include workmen in agriculture. | — ee ee 
The Government, whether rightly or | a a ae ; 
wrongly my opinion gitly-a Tat sto exclu vr small mens 
they would not include agriculture in the | ~otiog gersccens Pago Sones ‘this object, wide 
« I | : 
aches gi bg ag > - ta ye | could be found in the other House were 
Olt waidd week well hetwe | | those embodied in the Bill. I hope your 
idemploved. and whether any cerinus | Lordships will accept the Bill as it has 
tniachiet wee el ye yet. Mere | come up to us and pass it into law in the 
ual «|6Three vents ait dare p Aew course of the present session. During the 
Th genta. aa discussion elsewhere there were two or 
the Bill became law, and two Cage have three other points raised which had not 
mueed. In the frst place, although | been foreseen by the private Member who 
the Bill has very often been before courts ‘ia in Wh in aor tee 
of law in order that a legal interpreta- | peitiacar pay by piece Sind saidll sae be 
tion might be obtained of that measure— | day work, and in order to meet such cases 
Salen St se Soubt complented, and in the following section was introduced — 
some cases difficult of interpretation—the | © 
principle is now fully understood, and it| “Where any such employer agrees with a 
i well known what che meaning of the | contactor forthe execation by or under tht 
Act really is. In the second place, those | tion 4 of the Workmen’s Compensa ion Act, 
apprehensions which were conscientiously | 1897, shall apply in. respect of any workman 
entertained as to the wisdom of passing / employed in such work, as if that employer 
the Bill and introducing this novel prin- | Were 2” undertaker within the meaning of that 
ciple have really come to nothing. _ The | ° ey 
Act has worked very smoothly and has | On large farms a great deal of the work 
been entirely satisfactory, I believe, to | is done by a contractor who brings with 


[SECOND READING. ] 
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573 Workmen's Compensation 
him machinery for the purpose of thresh- 
ing and ploughing, and it was thought 
that it would be very hard on the farmer 
if he had to pay damages to workmen 
employed by this contractor, who ought 
to be himself responsible for the safety of 
his own men. Therefore, the following 
clause has also been introduced— 


“Provided that where the contractor pro- 


vides and uses machinery for the purpose of | 


threshing, ploughing, or other agricultural 


work, he, and he alone, shall be liable under | 


this Act to pay compensation to any workman 
employed by him on such work.”’ 


That would not relieve the farmer to any | 


extent so far as his own men were con- 
cerned, but it would relieve him of | 
responsibility for any injury to the ser- | 
vauts of his contractor. I do not think I 

need trouble your Lordships by referring | 
to any of the other matters in the Bill. I | 
will content myself by expressing the 

opinion that it will be of very great | 
advantage to agricultural interests gener- | 
ally, and I trust that your Lordships will , 
read it a second time. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Viscount Cross.) 


{5 JuLy 1900} 


ibe a 


taking work by piecework. 
| that it rather puzzled me, when I saw the 
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/to courts of law necessary. I am sure 
the opinion expressed by the noble Lord 
| as to the smoothness of the operation 
| of the Act cannot be shared generally 
| by those who have paid attention to 
| what has been passing in the Courts. 
The noble Viscount is persuaded that 
all the questions which arose under that 
Act have now been so completely settled 
that there is no probability of further 
difficulty. I have no information to 
lead me to contest that statement, 
but it certainly seems to me to 
rather sanguine view to 
entertain. I shall not trouble the 
House with any remarks~ with re- 
gard to the limitations of the Bill. It 
may possibly be that these limitations 
may be necessary, but’ I should like to ask 
the noble Viscount for some explanation 
of two of the sections to which he re- 
ferred. I understood the noble Viscount 
to say that the second section of Clause 1 
was imserted in order to meet the very 
commen practice of a labourer under- 
I confess 


clause, to find that a man who under- 
takes the very ordinary operation of 


| agriculture by piecework is a contractor. 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY : My } 
Lords, I have certainly no objection to. 
the principle of this Bill. I never could | 
understand, and do not now, after the 
explanation of the noble Viscount, why 
the Government thought proper in the 
preceding Bill to exclude the industry 
of agriculture, and I am rather surprised 
to hear the argumént which appears to 
be now used in favour of that course 
having been taken. The application to | 
artisans only seems to be supported 
on the principle of fiat  experi-| 
mentum in corpore vili. That seems 
to be rather remarkable. I should have 
thought that the artisans were so im-, 
portant a class that it was not upon 
them that you should try experiments. 
I congratulate the noble Viscount on the | 
extraordinarily rosy view which he takes 
of the working of the Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Act. The principle of it seems to be 


is perfectly sound in law. 


If that is the proper legal term I have 
nothing more to say, but I should like to 
see a word used which would be mofe in- 
telligent to the ordinary reader. I am 
certain there is no farmer in this country 
who would imagine that a man he 
employed to hoe turnips at so much an 
acre was acontractor. I hope the section 
I am not a 
lawyer, but I should think that applica- 
tions to the Court to interpret the word 
“contractor” will be far from improb- 
able. With regard to the machinery 


‘of the Bill I have nothing to say. I 


think it is rather surprising that this 


Bill was left to a private Member to 


bring forward. I should have thought 
the Government, having made up their 
minds that after three years working of 


' the Act of 1897 it was safe to apply it to 
agricultural labourers, would themselves 


have brought in a Bill. I do not want 


generally recognised as good, but I have | to make this a matter of party at all; but 


been myself under the delusion—as I 
suppose I must call it—that there was 


‘certainly the agricultural labourer will 


have no reason to thank the Government 


very wide discontent with the framing for having passed this Bill. 


of that Act, that very great difficulty | 
had occurred in applying its machinery, | 
and it was said to be in great part un- | 
intelligible, making frequent application | 


THe Ear: or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I do not rise to offer any opposi- 
tion to this Bill, On the contrary, I 
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approve of its provisions, and I have severe burden on the employers. I under- 
never been able to see why agricultural stand that certain insurance companies 
labourers were not as much entitled to be | are willing to insure for 3s. per £100 of 
included in the Act of 1897 as any | wages paid, and, though there is a limit 
artisan or labourer of any other kind. I of 5s., below which amount the companies 
have only one remark to make. I wish will not insure, the very small employers 
to call the noble Viscount’s attention to of labour can get out of that by combina- 
Sub-section 2 of Clause 1, to which the tion. In that way I venture to think 
noble Earl the Leader of the Opposition that no real hardship will fall upon small 
has just alluded. That section says that employers of labour. Those connected in 
Section 4 of the Act of 1897 shall apply any way with the land know that one of 
with a certain proviso. I hope the pro- the difficuities farmers have to contend 
vision for indemnity contained in Clause | with is that of obtaining labour at par- 
4 of the Act of 1897 will also be inserted ticular times of the year. I do not 
in the present Act, and I would submit suggest that the absence during the past 
this point in the hope that the nobie | three years of the protection of this Com- 
Viscount will consider it between now pensation Act has been the cause of the 
and the Committee stage. difficulty of getting labour, but I do say 
that a disparity and disadvantage of this 
*LorD WINDSOR: My Lords, I should | kind will make it still more difficult for 
like to express my satisfaction that Her | farmers to obtain labour, and give work- 
Majesty’s Government have taken up this men a still greater inducement to go to 
Bill, and thereby practically ensured its | the towns. I think it is of the greatest 
passing into law this session. I do! importance that the benefits of the Work- 
not think that anybody suggested during | men’s Compensation Act of 1897 should 
the debates in this House in 1897 that be extended to workmen in agriculture 
the Workmen’s Compensation Bill of that as speedily as possible, and I wish again 
year was applicable only to those trades | to express my satisfaction that the 
which were particularly dealt with by Government have taken the Bill up, and 
that Bill. I think it is not an unfair that there is some chance of its passing 
thing to say that the extension of the. into law. 


Bill to agricultural labourers was the ex- | *Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : My 
pectation of those who supported it, and |) 34. 7 am elad that Her Maiesty’s 
the warning of those who objected to it. G dees nv =o t this Bill 7 i 
There were one or two Members of your his er "a et co ale P asl . 
Lordships’ House who did object to the ~* y bil; Hale f RS TE 
Bill. The noble Marquess who is now * Syed. poennay Of S meenmure Detom- 
, A a a 1 1. ing law this session which will help 
Postmaster General said that nobody had os halk takntele en ths tad. “he 
asked for it. However true that may ‘3 ‘ hehi 1 ae I ; ‘aie f 
have been at the time, I think there is 7° ae meee Denia wae, She Lee if 2 
€ “9 Ps “ * i " . . om sale 
no doubt that the agricultural labourers the Opposition, Ae berg d himse me 
aely tales avery decided interest in this | rather afraid of litigation arising, but 
tebe tag : , 2 syste insurance which has 
Bill, and desire that it should be passed. | under sy — of pega f ‘ 
On the few occasions on which I have — lt ae “ok +o per st 
sexe ‘ there will be no such risk, because in- 

addressed audiences partly composed of . ; nme 
agricultural labourers during the past ps gt Pas: rat will eer all 
caiie TE Teme: Sided that pant ts the wer | without the necessity of litigation. 
in South Africa this is the only question Last year I insured 3 ed ig wing he 
which really seems to rouse interest in Cheshire, and this year I have done the 
them. If it is admitted that the principle same in Anglesey, and between those two 
should be extended to agricultural cia Py) ‘aoae Pepin a payers 
labourers, the only point is whether it can | ~. ee cate ts Ted preg Werk ; 
be done ’s0 that a undue hardship or | peer tee es whieh, but there has been a 
burden is placed upon the employers of | considerable reduction. The only case 
agricultural labour. It seems to me that | where it might possibly press hard would 
be that of the small farmer, but he must 


that becomes a question of insurance, and hope that good luck will prevent him 
I do not think anybody can say that hawt rs . 
: : having any serious accident. 


the terms which are now offered by > 
insurance companies for the insurance of | *ViscountT CROSS: Far be it from me 
agricultural labourers would place any to say that the ingenuity of the lawyers 


The Earl of Camperdown. 
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577. Commonwealth of Australia 
would not enable them to raise fresh 
points on the Act of 1897. What I 
meant to say was that the more prominent 
points have already been decided, so that 
the Act is much more intelligible now 
than it was when passed. With regard 
to what fell from the noble Earl below 
the gangway, I cannot say that sub- 
section 2 of Clause 1 is in the best form 
in whieh it could be put, and I will take 
eare that the observation he has made 
shall be considered by the lawyers, and 
if it can be improved in form I will see 
that some amendment is made at a later 
stage. That the Act of 1897 has on the 
whole worked satisfactorily, and that the 
evils which were apprehended have not 
proved real, is shown by the fact that the 
insurance companies are asking much 
lower rates than were asked at first. If 
we want any proof that the Act is 
working satisfactorily we have it by the 
action of the insurance companies. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House To-morrow. 


IMITATION OF COUNTY COURT 
PROCESS BILL [H.1.]. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


DISTRICT COUNCILLORS AND GUAR- 
DIANS (TERM OF OFFICE) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA 
CONSTITUTION BILL 


(THIRD READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Third Read- 


ing read. 

Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read a. 
third time.”—(Zhe Earl of Selborne.) | 

Lorp STANMORE: My Lords, before | 
this Bill is read a third time and _ passes 
finally from the cognisance of this House, 
Ishould like to ask for an explanation 
from Her Majesty’s Government of some 
of the terms employed in the fifty- 
first section in regard to the sub- 
jects with which the Commonwealth 
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| Parliament is empowered to deal. Those: 
subjects are very numerous, and for the 
| most part require very little explanation, 
but there are one or two points about 
which I think it is only right that your 
| Lordships should receive some informa- 
tion as to the meaning attached to the 
words, on the one hand by Her Majesty’s 
Government, and on the other hand by the 
Governments of the Australian Colonies. I 
wish, first of all, to call attention to the 
words “external affairs.” How are these 
words to be interpreted? They may be 
interpreted in a vastly extended sense or 
in a very restricted one. I wish to know 
what interpretation Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment place on them and what in- 
_terpretation the Governments of the 
Australian Colonies put upon them. Do 
these words mean that the Legislature of 
the Commonwealth may, if they like, 
appoint consuls and diplomatic agents in 
different parts of the world? It would 
be satisfactory to know to what extent 
the external affairs of the colonies are to 
be placed under the control of the Legis- 
lature and Government of the Common- 
wealth, because it may be held by some 
to be a power which I do not think your 
Lordships intend to confer. This is not 
altogether a speculative question, because 
I remember very well many years ago, 
when I was more conversant with the. 
opinions of Australian statesmen than I 
can now boast of being, there were many 
very distinguished Australian public men 
who held that it was the right of the 
colonies that they should conduct their 
own external affairs, and who were eager 
to attain that object, and I do not believe 
that that wish has altogether died out. 
The next item is also one with regard 
to. which I think some explanation 
would at least be acceptable—l do not. 
say it is absolutely necessary. Under 
that clause the Commonwealth Parlia- 
ment are also enabled to legislate 
with regard to “The relations of the: 
Commonwealth with the islands of the 
Pacific.” These are very large words. 
There are many classes of islands—islands 
which either belong to or ere more or less 
under the influence of Great Britain,, 
islands which are independent, islands. 
which are the property of foreign Powers, 
and one group of islands which form a 
separate British colony. Is it intended 
that the Commonwealth is to have power 
to legislate with regard to all these 
I presume not. No one would 


Constitution Bill. 
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suggest that the Commonwealth Parlia- 
ment should have power to legislate with 
regard to the relations existing between 
the Australian colonies and those islands 
of the Pacific which are the property of 
foreign nations. It is desirable that we 
should not be committed to vague words 
which may mean many things, and in con- 
nection with which questions may be 
raised to the great inconvenience of 
administration. The Commonwealth 
Parliament is also empowered to legis- 
late as to “Fisheries in Australian 
waters beyond territorial limits.” I 
confess I do not understand how they 
ean have jurisdiction beyond the terri- 
torial limits, because the waters beyond 
those limits form part of the high 
seas. I cannot sit down without express- 
ing that fervent hope, which I am sure 
everyone who has had any connection 
with the Australian colonies must feel 
from the bottom of his heart, that this 
great measure may be one attended with 
all the success and lead to all the benefits 
which its authors have anticipated. 


Commonwealth of Australia 


*THE EARLOF SELBORNE: My Lords, 
the noble Lord who has just addressed 
you must remember, if he kindly will, 
what the scheme of Sub-section 51 is. It 
is a scheme to confer upon the Common- 
wealth Parliament 2 concurrent right of 
legislation with the Legislatures of the 
Australian States, and 1 am advised that 
“external affairs” in this connection 
mean neither more mor less than the 
right of dealing with that which has 
hitherto been dealt with by the Austra- 
lian.Colonies, which in future will beeome 
the Australian States. It is certainly not 
intended by the authors of this Bill that 
these words should be stretched so as to 
invest Australia with the paraphernalia 
ef consuls and ambassadors separate 
from the British Empire. As regards 
the question of the relations of the Com- 
monwealth with the Islands of the Pacific, 
those words are imported directly from 
the Federal Council of Australia Act, 
1885. It is a simple transfer of the juris- 
diction conferred in that Act upon the 
Federal Council to the Commonwealth 
Parliament. Section 15 of that Act 
began as follows— 


“Saving Her Majesty’s prerogative, and 
subject to the provisions herein contained, 
with respect to the operation of this Act, the 
Council shall have legislative authority in 
respect of the several matters following.” 


Lord Stanmore, 


{LORDS} 


Constitution Bill ARO 
The first matter was the relations of Aus- 
tralasia with the Islands of the Pacific, 
That is a mere transfer from one Act tuo 
the other, and the spirit in which it has 
been introduced and is intended to be 
worked by the authors of this Bill is the 
same as that which animated the authors 
of the Federal Council Act. I do not 
think it would be possible to lay down a 
strict rule beforehand as to the exact 
scope of this provision, but I do not think 
there is any more reason to suppose that 
this sub-section will be abused than 
there was danger that the Federal 
Council would abuse the powers con- 
ferred upon them. Before I sit down 
I should like to refer very briefly to one 
or two points that arose in the Debate on 
the Second Reading in connection with 
Clause 74. The noble Lord who followed 
me in the debate (Earl Carrington) will 
pardon me for saying that he seemed 
completely unaware of the doubts and 
difficulties which had arisen over the 
original wording of Clause 74. He seemed 
to be absolutely at sea as to the questions 
which were really discussed by the 
delegates and Her Majesty’s Government, 
and I do not think he at all appre- 
hended that in the attitude he was 
taking up he was putting himself in a 
position of opposition to the prevailing 
Australian public opinion. There were 
several objections to the clause apart from 
the points specially emphasised by Mr. 
Chamberlain in another place. One 
objection was that the interpretation 
of the clause was, at any rate, doubtful. 
If your Lordships refer to page 17 of 
Blue - book 158, which contains copies 
of the Memoranda furnished to Her 
Majesty’s Government by the Australian 
delegates, you will see that it is asserted 
that the clause as brought to this country 
did not in any way impinge on the right 
of appeal to the Privy Council, except in 
a limited number of constitutional cases ; 
but that was merely a question of opinion. 
It was open to argument that the right 
of appeal from the State Courts was 
abrogated altogether, and it was also 
open to argument that it was only abro- 
gated in cases in which the Constitution 
might be supposed to be affected. It is 
not for me, being a layman, to give any 
opinion as to which of these views was 
the wisest or most sound. I only 
mention them to show that there was 
a real doubt as to the meaning 
| of the clause as brought to this country, 
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and, whatever may be thought of the 
ultimate shape the clause has assumed, 
your Lordships must admit that the right 
of appeal is reserved in all cases, and that 
the only question is whether it was wise 
or unwise to leave it to the High Court 
of Australia to decide whether in a cer- 
tain class of cases an appeal should lie. 
I was asked very pointedly why the pro- 
vision which appeared in the original 


clause, ‘unless the public interests of | 
some part of Her Majesty’s dominions | 


other than the Commonwealth or State 
are involved,” was omitted from the 
clause as it stands at present. 


the delegates, that the words were any 
longer necessary, because any such case can 
now be taken direct to the Privy Council 


from the Supreme Court of a State, or, | 


it it goes to the High Court of the 
Australian Commonwealth, it can be 
taken to the Privy Council by leave of the 
High Court, and Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have absolute confidence in the dis- 
cretion of the High Court. Great stress 
was laid upon the point that it might be 
held in the future that the High Court 
was a co-ordinate court with the Privy 
Council so far as the interpretation of 
the Constitution in a particular class of 
€ases was concerned, and some doubt 
was felt as to the accuracy of my state- 
ment that there were precedents in the 
judicature of this country for allowing 
an inferior court to be the deciding 
authority as to whether there should be 
an appeal to a higher court. I find in 
the Judicature Act of 1873 that— 


* All appeals from Petty or Quarter Sessions, 
from a County Court, or from any other 
inferior Court, which might before the passing 
of this Act have been brought to any Court or 
Judge whose jurisdiction is by this Act trans- 
ferred to the High Court, may be heard and 
determined by Divisional Courts of the High 

urt, consisting respectively of such of the 
Judges thereof as may from time to time be 
assigned for that purpose, pursuant to the rules 
of Court, or (subject to rules of Court) as may 
be so assigned according to arrangements made 
forthe purpose by the Judges of the High 
Court. The determination of such appeals 
respectively by such Divisional Courts shall be 
final unless special leave to appeal from the 
same to the Court of Appeal shall be given 
by the Divisional Court by which any such 
qepeal from an inferior Court shall have been 
eard.” 


That was a direc: case in which the leave 
‘0 appeal to the Court of Appeal was to 
be given by the lower or inferior Court. | 


{5 JuLy 1900} 


The | 
reason is that it did not seem to Her | 
Majesty’s Government, inconsultation with | 
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That enactment remained in force for, I 
believe, something like twenty years, 
when an Amendment was introduced by 
which the leave to appeal to the Court of 
Appeal may be given by the Court of 
Appeal as well as by the inferior Court. 
There is another precedent in questions 
of bankruptcy—and in this matter there 
has been no change in the law—in which 

an appeal lies to the House of Lords on 

the leave of the Court of Appeal. It 
is not the House of Lords which 
gives the leave to appeal, but the Court 
of Appeal. In neither of these cases has 
the inferior Court been held to be co- 
ordinate with the Court above it. 

The Lord Chief Justice, in arguing 

this question, laid great stress on the 

_words “final and conclusive.” I have 
carefully looked up what the noble and 
learned Lord said, as reported in The 
Times, and I think I am not misrepresenting 
him when I say that his argument was to 
the effect that there could be no doubt that 
the Privy Council would, in all matters 
including the interpretation of this Act, 
be held to be the final authority, except 
in that limited class of cases defined 
in Clause 74, in which leave to appeal 
to the Privy Council is left to the 
discretion of the High Court. In that 
class of cases, and in that class of 
cases alone, the noble and learned Lord 
said he had a fear that it might be held 
that the High Court of Australia was a 
co-ordinate court with the Privy Coun- 
cil. The Lord Chief Justice, if he 
will pardon me for saying so, was 
speaking without having the exact words 
of the clause in his hand, because the 
words “final and conclusive” do not 

appear in that particular clause, but in 

the previous clause, in relation not to 
those special points on which the High 

Court is to give leave to appeal, but to 

the much larger class of cases in which 

the Lord Chief Justice himself admitted 


| that there could be no doubt that the 


authority of the Privy Council would be 
supreme. Therefore, whether his con- 
tention was right or wrong, he cannot rest 
it on the insertion of the words “final and 
conclusive,” because they do not appear at 


| all in the clause to which he was referring. 


I have been rather rash, as a layman, in 
mentioning these points, but I could not 
pass over in silence arguments which I 
venture to think were faulty. I cannot 
see how it can possibly be contended that 
there can be any superior judicial autho- 
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rity in Her Majesty’s Dominions than 
Her Majesty herself, the fount of all 
justice ; and I am advised—and as 
a humble student of history I have 
always understood—that the decision of 
the Privy Council is the most direct 
form of expression of the judicial 
authority of the Crown, and _ that 
there is no precedent in the history 
f the judges of our race for setting up 
the authority of any Court deriving its 
judicial functions from Her Majesty over 
that direct expression of Her Majesty’s 


Commonwealth of Australia 


own opinion which is to be found in the | 


decisions of the Privy Council. This is 
the final stage of this great measure in 
your Lordships’ House. What the future 
has in store for Australia few of us will 


venture to measure ; but perhaps we Can | 


exercise our imagination, and try to judge 
what the future of Australia will be by 
endeavouring to conjecture how different 
would have been the development. of the 
thirteen petty American States if they 
had not become the great United States 
of America; and I am sure your Lord- 
ships will join with me, re-echoing that 
ratchword of Australia, ‘ Advance, 
Australia,” in the hope that Australia 
united will, with Canada, and, I hope, in 
the not far distant future, with South 


Africa, be a partner with the United | 


Kingdom in the great work that lies 
before it. 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, it would have been inore satis- 
factory if the noble and learned Lords 
who usually sit behind me had been pre- 


sent when the noble Earl thought fit to | 


make this statement in answer to what 
was said by them on the Second Reading 
of the Bill, but unfortunately they are 
not here. I can assure the noble Earl 
that there is a very strong feeling on this 
side of the House, and I believe among 
many people, that the Bill as it is now 
framed is not only not an improvement 
on the point of the appeal to the Privy 
Council, but is distinctly less satisfactory, 
than the Bill as it originally stood. In the 
original Bill Clause 74 declared that no 
appeal should be permitted to the Privy 
Council in any matter involving the 


interpretation of the Constitution, unless | 


the public interests of some part of Her 
Majesty’s dominions, other than the 
Commonwealth of Australia, 
involved. It appeared to many of us, 
and certainly to me, that the provision 

The Eurl of Selborne. 


{LORDS} 


were | 
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| which was introduced in the original Bill 
by the Australians was animated by a 
desire to guard to the utmost possible 
extent against any interference by the 
' Australian Commonwealth in matters of 
public interest outside Australia itself. 
To the ordinary man that appears to be a 
far better safeguard than what is now in 
the Bill. You have said that no appeal 
in certain cases should be allowed unless 
that appeal is permitted by the High 
Court itself. I have, of course, like all 
your Lordships, perfect confidence in the 
integrity and knowledge of the learned 
judges who will constitute the High Court 
of Australia, but anyone, I think, who 
knows what human beings are cannot but 
see that any tribunal which is appointed 
for the ordinary administration of justice 
stands in quite a different position when 
they themselves are to be the judges 
as to whether or not there should be an 
appeal in matters affecting their own 
court. I cannot conceive any task more 
difficult or invidious to fulfil. I can easily 
imagine that in certain cases there may 
arise a feeling of dissatisfaction with the 
decision of the Court, and that people may 
say the appeal ought to have been allowed. 
That seems to mea point of great import- 
ance. I am obliged to say that I have 
neither seen nor heard any answer to the 
arguments of my noble friends the Lord 
| Chief Justice and Lord Davey ; and many 
of us who have paid what attention we 
could to this Bill are still lost in astonish- 
ment that there should ever have been 
raised this controversy with the Austra- 
lian colonies. In my belief it would have 
been far better, safer, and wiser to have 
accepted the Bill as it stood. I would 
not have blamed Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment for taking care that the right of 
appeal was fully preserved. That 
was a matter of so high importance 
that it was a very fair subject 
for consideration ; but, if they had con- 
sidered it from the point of view that 
they should have done, they would have 
found there was no necessity for raising 
the controversy. Although the contro- 
versy is now, happily, ended—and we all 
know that the result is acceptable to the 
Australian colonies—yet there was 4 
moment when there was very serious 
apprehension lest there might be diffi- 
culties raised in Australia which might 
possibly wreck the whole scheme. I 
again repeat that I do not understand 
for what possible reasons this controversy 
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was raised. The only explanation we 
can invent may possibly be ill-founded— 
it is that the first intention of those who 


objected to the Bill as it stood was to | 
preserve the right of appeal altogether | 


intact. It was found that that raised a 
very serious and very great difficulty as 
regards the colonies themselves. Then 
we saw with astonishment the Colonial 
Secretary appealing to newspapers in the 
colonies against the opinion of the Colonial 
Governments and the whole Australian 


people—one of the most imprudent and | 


objectionable things I have ever known 
done by a responsible Minister of the 
Crown in a matter of this importance. 


THE EARL OF SELBORNE: The noble 
Earl has forgotten that the Governments 
thanked the right hon. Gentleman for 
what he had done. 


THE EArt or KIMBERLEY: Then they 
were thankful for small mercies. 
a matter of great relief to them that he 
had come back to something they could 
accept. When it was found that the 
origina! course intended was impossible, 
it became necessary to find some way out 
which might save the credit of the Minis- 
ter who had charge of the matter. I ad- 
mit and admire the ingenuity with which 
it was done. 
was communicated to the House of Com- 


mons, and was stated to be entirely satis- | 


factory, broke down altogether, and then, 
at last, very ingeniously, and, I think, 
with wisdom, what is called a com- 
promise was hit upon. I say it was 
ingenious. It was ingenious to 


find out such a contrivance, and it was | 


wise, because it turned out to be some- 


thing the Australian colonies could accept. | 


But the conduct of the matter was not 


such as to excite any very great admira- | 
I am very glad the Bill has arrived | 
at this the last stage, and I assure your | 
Lordships I would not have referred to. 


tion. 


the controversy at all if the noble Earl 
the Under Secretary for the Colonies had 
not seen fit to comment upon it. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of, HALsBuRY): My Lords, I do not 
share with the noble Earl the opinion 


{5 JuLy 1900} 


It was | 


The first attempt, which | 
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' some other part of Her Majesty’s domi- 
nions,” he would have found consider- 
‘able difficulty. I myself took great 
exception to the phrase, and, again, with 
reference to what he calls an invidious 
course—that of calling upon a court to say 
whether there should be an appeal from 
it or not—I would ask the noble Earl 
whether he has not heard of such a pro- 
vision before. ‘There is hardly a court in 
the country in which exactly that provision 
does not exist. It exists in courts of 
quarter sessions, in courts of summary 
jurisdiction, in courts of first instance, 
and in courts of appeal. Those courts 
have from time to time exercised the 
very discretion contemplated here. It 
may be true that on some occasions 
people have said, “Oh, that Court was 
wrong; it ought to have allowed an 
appeal” ; but on the whole the discretion 
|is supposed to be exercised wisely and 
impartially. The question of the true 
construction of the Act, which was raised 
on the Second Reading by the Lord Chief 
Justice and Lord Davey, is one upon 
which any intelligent laymen is as well 
able to form an opinion as a lawyer. 
The point, apparently, is that there are 
some matters reserved for the Court 
in Australia, and reserved in the sense 
that its decision is final. So far as that 
particular case is concerned, of course the 
tact of the reservation by the statute pre- 
vents the particular case ever being 
| brought up again anywhere else. That 
is perfectly true. But the important 
question which was suggested was that 
if the Court in Australia gave a 
different decision from some decision in 
this country—not in a particular case, 
| because, of course, that could not arise, 
but in some equivalent case—it might be 
said that there was no authority in the 
Supreme Court of this country to over- 
rule, in the sense of saying that was 
not the law. I think in making this 
statement the noble Lords have not 
| sufficiently considered this point. The 
| Supreme Court must ultimately declare 
| the law, and that law must be final in 
| all courts. 
| *Lorp MORRIS: I was unable on the 





| 


| Second Reading, owing to illness, to take 


that Clause 74 as it originally stood was | part in the discussion on this Bill, but 


better than it has since been made. I 
may, perhaps, venture to suggest to the 


I should not like it to pass without 


| 
| 


noble Earl that if he had had to construe | I : 
as a judge the words “public interest in | was ever introduced into the Bill, and, 


making a few observations upon it. 
regret extremely that Clause 74 
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having been introduced, that it was not 
deleted. I heard the speech of the 


Commonwealth of Australia 


Colonial Secretary in the House of Com- | 


mons, and I was convinced in my own 


mind of the absolute danger of meddling | 


at all with the appeal to the Queen. The 
noble Earl opposite has asked why this 
clause was not struck out. He ought to 
have a very good opportunity of supply- 
ing the answer, which is an obvious one. 
It is, that immediately the Colonial 
Secretary suggested that Clause 74 
should be deleted—which in my humble 
opinion would have been the best course 
for the Australians themselves, and which 
was manifestly in accordance with the 
opinion of the greater part of, if not the 
entire, judiciary and Bar of Australia, 
and of all the persons who understood 
the subject—the Leader in the House of 
Commons of the party which the noble 
Earl opposite represents in this House 
attempted to make party capital out of 
the suggestion by saying that the Colonial 
Secretary had flouted the Australians. 
That the course which the Colonial Secre- 
tary took was the proper course in the 
opinion of experts that right hon. Gentle- 
man endeavoured to prove by referring to 
general sources of information, such as 
newspapers, etc., which I have often heard 
quoted as sources of information open to 
everybody, although it has been sug- 
gested this evening by the noble Earl 
that it was unworthy and unbecoming to 
refer to them. The proposal to get rid 
of Clause 74, and to leave the right to 
appeal to Her Majesty in Council to every 
subject of Her Majesty who thought he 
was injured in person or property, was 
called flouting the Australians, and it was 
quite obvious to me that, if the clause 
had been struck out, ‘“ Who flouted the 
Australians ?” would have been raised 
as a party cry. A change was forced 
upon the Colonial Secretary by the 
position taken by the Leader of the 
Opposition in the House of Commons, 
and which the rank and file of his 
party appearel quite ready to follow 
up. I regret extremely that the clause 
was not left out, and the right of appeal 
in Australia allowed to stand on the same 
footing as the right of appeal in Canada. 
It has been said that it is a novel thing 
for an inferior court to have the power 
of giving leave to appeal to a superior 
court. In the case of landed property 
in Ireland it is not considered so extraor- 
dinary that there should be no appeal 


Lord Morris. 


{LORDS} 
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from the Land Commission Court without 
their own leave. I join heartily in the 
chorus of admiration which has found ex- 
pression among all parties in regard to 


this Bill. 
*Lorp ALVERSTONE: My Lords, I 


| would crave your Lordships’ indulgence 


for a few moments while I express my 
opinion on the point raised by the noble 
Earl the Leader of the Opposition. I am 
one of those who would have been most 
anxious to preserve the original right of 
appeal ; not so much in the interests of 
the United Kingdom as in the interests 
of the colonies of Australia themselves, [ 
have had personal experience of the great 
value the right of appeal was to Canada, 
and I know that grave political questions, 
which excited great public attention, were 
disposed of by the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council in a way which was 
satisfactory to all. But that is not the 
issue now raised. The noble Earl has 
given the great weight of his opinion, 
which I very much regret, to the 
view that t.ie form in which the Bill was 
brought to this country by the Australian 
delegates was better than the form in 
which it now stands. I happen myself 
to have taken part in all the preliminary 
discussions in regard to the Bill, and I 
would ask your Lordships to permit me 
to present one or two arguments which, 
I think, should satisfy independent 
minds that the view presented by the 
noble Earl is not right. The noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack has 
already referred to the difficulty of con- 
struing the clause as it originally came 
to this country, but that was not the way 
in which the difficulty was presented to 
those of us who had to do with the 
negotiations. It was practically admitted 
by those who were at that time arguing 
for the possibility of retaining the clause 
that an appeal might be debarred in the 
case of most important interests, such as 
those of great shipping companies. It 
was conceded by those with whom we 
discussed the matter that such important 
interests would not fall within the words, 
“the public interest of some part of Her 
Majesty’s dominions.” Very grave doubt 


‘also was felt whether or not the appeal 


from the Colonial Courts, as well as 
from the High Court of the Common- 
wealth, was interfered with. The Colonial 
Secretary and those associated with him 


‘accordingly, endeavoured to -induce the 








be a 
to 
ing 
and 
left 
righ 
whi 
the 
in 0 
to s 
“the 
Maj 
havi 
gain 
and 
whic 
Com 
cons’ 
subs 
any 
Quee 
have 
form 
in th 
ud 
that 








d88 


10ut 

the 
. eXx- 
| to 


is, I 
ence 
my 
oble 
am. 
nost 
it of 
s of 
rests 
3. I 
reat 
ada, 
ions, 
were 
2e of 
was 
; the 
has 
lion, 
the 
was 
alian 
n in 
yself 
nary 
nd [ 
t me 
hich, 
dent 
- the 
i0ble 
has 
con- 
came 
way 
ad to 
the 
itted 
wing 
lause 
1 the 
ch as 
It 

1 we 
rtant 
ords, 
Her 
loubt 
opeal 
] as 
mon- 
onial 
him 
the 














589 Commonwealth of Australia 


delegates to agree to Clause 74 being cut 
‘out altogether. I am aware that we 
were not able to attain the full object we 
had in view, but the noble Earl has ex- 
pressed the opinion that the clause as it 
now stands is less advantageous. The 


analogy of Canada has been quoted, but | 
In Canada | 


there is a marked difference. 
the rights of legislation between the 


Dominion and the provinces were care- | 


fully defined by sections in the North 
American Act, but under this Bill 
there will be to a certain extent 


co-equal powers between the States and 
the Commonwealth. Therefore there was a | 


substantial ground for asking—if a ques- 
tion does arise between the Commonwealth 
and the State as to the powers of the 
respective Legislatures—is not that a 
matter which you could safely leave to 
the High Court to deal with? Accord- 
ingly the words were agreed to that— 
“No appeal shall be permitted to the Queen 
in Council from a decision of the High Court 
upon any question howsvever arising as to the 
limits inter se of the Constitutional powers of 
the Commonwealth and those of any State or 
States or as to the limits inter se of the Con- 
stitutional powers of any two or more States, 
unless the High Court shall certify that the 
question is one which ought to be determined 
by Her Majesty in Council.” 
That was a concession made to the 
feeling of Australia, and if I take that by 
itself [ do not think the noble Earl would 


be able to say that it is not far preferable | 


to leave the right of appeal stand- 
ing generally, and to limit the express 
and particular point which was to be 
left to the High Court. One leaves the 
right of appeal standing, with an exception 
which is actually expressed in the Bill ; 
the other would have made it necessary, 
in order to allow an appeal to be brought, 
to satisfy that extraordinary provision, 
“the public interest of some part of Her 
Majesty’s Dominions.” An advantage 
having, I would humbly submit, been 
gained by preserving the right of appeal 
and by limiting the particular questions | 
which might be dealt with by the High 
Court of the Commonwealth, we have to 
consider whether there is anything in a | 
subsequent part of the clause which in| 
any way deprives the subjects of the | 
Queen of the advantage, which I trust I | 
have demonstrated, the Bill in its altered | 


{5 Juny 1900} 
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should be granted and thereupon an appeal 
shall lie to Her Majesty in Council on the 
question without further leave.” 


In the interest of Australia I[ 
should have been’ glad to see 
the colonies and the Commonwealth, 


or persons interested in questions that. 
may arise between them, free to appeal to» 
the Privy Council—and I hope that view 
may still find weight with the Australian 
Commonwealth — for in times of great: 
political excitement this is especially 
valuable that leave to appeal to the Privy 
Council may be given ; and Ido not doubt 
that when great political questions arise: 
every member of the High Court will! 
feel it his duty to accept the guidance of 
this impartial tribunal, which can be relied 
upon to decide the questions free from 
any bias or political agitation. It is said 
that you impair the dignity of the Privy 
Council and run some risk of its decisions 
not being followed, because leave is given 
in this particular case to appeal. I 
share with the noble and learned Lord 
the Lord Chancellor a feeling of 
astonishment that such views should. 
have been placed before your Lord- 
ships as were put forward by the Lord 
Chief Justice and Lord Davey. I regret 
I was not here on the Second Reading of 
the Bill, and I am sorry that the noble 
and learned Lords are not in their places. 
to-day. Appeals have been given by 
inferior Courts to higher Courts in the 
circumstances mentioned by the Lord. 
Chancellor and others, and I have never 
yet heard it suggested that the Court 
which had given the leave afterwards felt 
itself justified in declining to obey the 
rule of law laid down by the Court to. 
which it had given leave to appeal. Lord 
Davey, I understand, suggested that there 


| would be two sorts of Courts of Appeal 


in which the Jurisdiction would appear to 
be co-ordinate. I venture respectfully to 
suggest that the experience of the world 
is contrary to that view, and I do not 
hesitate to say that every lawyer, at any 
rate, who follows the traditions of our: 
profession, sitting in the High Court of: 
the Commonwealth would feel it his. 


'bounden duty to follow the decision of 


the Privy Council.. I think the noble Earl 
wili agree that, if I have pointed out, as I 
trust I have, that far wider rights of 


form gives them. The next paragraph | appeal are reserved, and are kept alive. 


in the clause provides that— 


under the existing form of the Bill than 


“The High Court may so certify, if satisfied, | Would have existed under the Bill as. 


that for any special reason the certificate | introduced, and if I have pointed out: 
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‘that the door is open in times of political 
agitation for the High Court to send 
‘questions to be decided by an impartial 
tribunal, almost every argument he has 
used in support of the view that the Bill 
as now presented to the House is inferior 
to the Bill as it was brought to this 
country is cut away. I apologise for 
having troubled your Lordships at such 
length. But, believing as I do that in 
the interests of the colonies, quite as 


much as in the interests of Great Britain, | 
it is desirable that the right of appeal , 


should not be interfered with, I am satis- 
fied that the clause as it now stands is a 
vast improvement upon the form in 
‘which it was brought over by the dele- 
gates from the colonies. It is because I 
hold that opinion strongly that I have 
‘ventured to raise my voice, for the first 
time in your Lordships’ House, in opposi- 
tion to the view of the noble Earl. 

On Question, agreed to. Bill read 3¢ 
-accordingly, and passed. 


AMENDMENT BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
Amendments reported (according to 
‘Order). 


MARRIAGE ACT 


UNION OF BENEFICES ACT, 1860, 
AMENDMENT BILL [H.L.]. 


[THIRD READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read, 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the 


third time.”—(The Lord Archbishop of | 


Canterbury.) 


THe Duke oF NORTHUMBER- 
LAND: My Lords, before this Bill is 
passed I should like to call attention to 
one matter which has excited a feeling of 


anxiety on the part of antiquaries. One | 
-of the inconveniences of the prevailing | 


method of legislating by reference is that 
iit is extremely difficult for ordinary lay- 
men to understand exactly the scope of a 
particular Bill. I am informed that 
under the Union of Benefices Act, 1860, 
a large number of churches in the metro- 
polis have been pulled down and de- 
stroyed, and that by extending this 
Act to the whole of England you 
are putting it in the power of 
‘certain persons to pull down and destroy 


Lord Alverstone. 


{LORDS} 
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any parish church in any part of England, 
‘If that be the case I think it is a very 
grave power to give. The parish 
‘churches of England are absolutely 
unique from an_ historical point of 
view. And I cannot but think that 
if for certain reasons benefices are 
to be united there should be some machi- 
nery for handing over the disused 
churches to some responsible persons, 
either to the county council or to some 
other public body. I trust that if this 
Bill is taken up in another place this 
point will be attended to, and that we 
shall not be led by the vicious form of 
legislation by reference to sanction some- 
thing which we otherwise would not 
permit. 


THE LorpD ARCHBISHOP OF CAN- 
TERBURY : My Lords, there are various 
cases in which it is important that the 
powers which have been exercised in the 
metropolis should be extended to other 
parts of the country. For instance, you 
have in the city of Exeter a considerable 
number of churches which are really of 

/no use at all, the population of the 
| parishes being so exceedingly small that 
| they do not work as parishes ought to 
/ work. Moreover, the incomes have been 
/sosmall that it is practically impossible 
' to get anyone to remain for a considerable 
| period. The removal of these churches 
would be in every respect a great gain, as 
the removal of similar churches has been 
a great gain in the metropolis. As I 
/explained when this Bill was read a 
| second time, the city of Norwich contains 
a great number of churches of precisely 
the same character, and there are many 
other cases throughout the country. The 
Bill has had the consent of the Convoca- 
| tion of Canterbury and of all the bishops 
of that Convocation, and it is a Bill which 
is very much needed in the interests of 


‘the Church. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 

| 3 accordingly, and passed, and sent to 

| the Commons. 

| QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 

| Moved, “That the Lords following be 

|named of the Committee to join with a 

| Committee of the House of Commons to 
consider the constitution of Queen Anne’ 
Bounty Board, and to report whether 
economy and efficiency of administration 
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constitution or by its amalgamation with 
any other body, viz. :— : 


L. Privy Seal (”. Cross), 
E. Aberdeen, 

L. Bp. London, 

L. Barnard, 


L. Ashcombe. 


That such Committee have power to 
agree with the Committee of the House 
of Commons in the appointment of a 
Chairman.” —(Earl Waldegrave.) 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : 
My Lords, I do not rise to object to the 
names of the Members proposed—they 
are as good a selection as I believe could 
have been made —but to ask Her 
Majesty’s Government why there is to be 
this inquiry, and at whose instance it has 
been set on foot. There are most ill- 
omened words in this notice. It is proposed 
to inquire whether economy and efficiency 
of administration will be promoted by any 
change in the constitution of Queen 
Anne’s Bounty Board or by its amalga- 
mation with any other body. That can 





only mean amalgamation with the Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners, as nobody would 
think of the Charity Commissioners in 
this respect. [ venture to think that 
those who have contributed money to 
Queen Anne’s Bounty would not think it 
was equally safe with the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners, and I hope the noble 
Marquess at the head of the Government 
will be able to allay their anxiety and 
dispel their fears on this subject. Why, 
I ask, is there to be this inquiry into the 
efficiency of the administration? I have 
been familiar with the administration of 
the Bounty for nearly thirty years, and can 









testify to the fact that the economy and 
efficiency of its administration have been 
much greater than the economy and 
efficiency of the administration — of 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. The 
work of the Bounty has increased 
very much of late years, and large 
additions have been made to the sums 
invested in its name, but the expenses 
have not increased. Again, why is this 
inquiry to be made, just when the late 
secretary of Queen Anne’s Bounty has 
departed this life? It is not suggested 
that an inquiry should be made into his 
administration ; but why take advantage 
of the death of an efficient servant to 
make this attack on the Bounty? This 


VOL. LXXXV. [FourrH Series.]  ' 
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would be promoted by any change in its | question has been sprung upon the House 


explanation 1 have to give. 
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and upon the public, and I heard nothing 
of it until I saw this motion on your 
| Lordships’ Paper. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv SECRE- 
TARY or STATE For FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY): 
The noble Lord has mentioned me, and I 
will answer him, not from my own know- 
ledge, but from information derived from 
high authority. I am told that Queen 
Anne’s Bounty is a very remarkable cor- 
poration. It seems to have been the 
fashion in the last century in constituting 
these corporations to make them a 
numerous body of men, selected from 
those already overworked. Such was the 
idea then to secure efficient administra- 
tion. I am told that Queen Anne’s Bounty 
Board includes all the Bishops, all the deans 
—I am not sure whether all the Privy 
Councillors—[‘ Yes.”|—all the _ sheriffs, 
all the mayors, all the aldermen, and all 
Queen’s counsel. Of course it is only by 
the exercise of a great deal of self-denial 
on the part of these gentlemen that 
business goes on. If all of them attended 
the meetings and took active part in pro- 
ceedings, the transaction of business would 
be beset with difficulties. I am told, how- 
ever, that they are not required to be 
summoned to attend, and the danger 
arising from their number is therefore 
diminished. It is only necessary to insert 
an advertisement in the London (Cuzette, 
and as that journal is not so widely read 
as its merits deserve, there is not 
a large attendance of all these Bishops, 
deans, aldermen, etc., and confusion is 
avoided. I understand that it has en- 
tered into the heads of some revolutionary 
persons that possibly this body might be 
amended. To explain the matter which 
is disturbing the mind of my noble friend, 
it was thought wiser to commence action 
at a time when no one had vested in- 
terest as secretary, so that an unnecessary 
demand should not be made upon the 
resources of the Church. That is all the 
I believe 
those composing the Committee are care- 
ful men, and will not prune these 
bishops, deans, aldermen, and other 
dignitaries without sufficient cause, but I 
think the House will admit that there is 
some case for legislation. 


Tue Eart or HALSBURY: As one 
of the body to whom my noble friend has 


Z 
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referred, I may say that I have been a 
member of that body since 1865, and I 
can assure him that I have never once 
attended. 
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On Question, agreed to. 


Ordered, That such Committee have | 


power to agree with the Committee of 


the House of Commons in the appoint- | 


ment of a Chairman. 


VETERINARY SURGEONS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
Brought from the Commons, read i4%, 
and to be printed. (No. 164.) 


WAR — HOSPITAL 
AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS— 
MR. BURDETT-COUTTS’S CHARGES 
—COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 

THe Eart oF KIMBERLEY: Before 
the House adjourns I wish to ask the 


SOUTH AFRICAN 


Secretary for War whether he can inform | 


the House what has been decided as to 
the Committee which is to inquire into 


the question of medical appliances during | 
the war in South Africa and the com- | 
plaints of alleged negligence as to the | 
treatment of the sick and wounded, espe- | 


cially those suffering from enteric fever, 


and what is likely to be the nature of the | 


Committee which the Government have 
undertaken to appoint. 


THe SECRETARY 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
The Committee or Commission—I am not 
quite sure which it will be—will be pre- 
sided over by Lord Justice Romer, and I 


am sure I only have to mention his name | 
in order to satisfy your Lordships that | 
conducted in a 


the inquiry will be 
thoroughly judicial and dispassivnate tone 
and spirit. 
we propose to associate two others. 


this body should be a small one. 


{COMMONS} 


oF STATE For! 
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| services at our disposal. I am happy to 
| say that he has chosen the latter alterna- 
| tive, and I do not think a more fortunate 
selection could be made. With regard to 
| the surgeons, we should, in ordinary cir- 
, cumstances, haveaddressed ourselves in the 
same way to the Royal Collegeof Surgeons, 
But your Lordships, or those of you 
'who have paid attention to the question, 
are no doubt aware that the name of the 
distinguished President of the Royal 
College of Surgeons, Sir William Mac- 
Cormac, has figured conspicuously in this. 
controversy, and we felt it was hardly 
fair to ask him to recommend a repre- 
| sentative of his college. We have selected 
/a gentleman whose name is probably 
| known to many of your Lordships, Pro- 
| fessor Cunningham, Professor of Anatomy 
| and Physiology in Dublin University. He 
is a man of most distinguished reputation. 
He holds degrees of the University of 
| Edinburgh, at which he has held high 


office, and he now occupies a high 
office in the University of Dublin. 
'These are the three members of 


the Committee. The reference (I am 
quoting from memory) runs in these 
words :—“ To report as to the arrange- 
ments for the care and treatment of the 
sick and wounded during the campaign 
in South Africa.” My lords, I will only 
add to what I have already said that. I 
have sometimes seen it stated that it was. 
/our intention to appoint a Departmentali 
Committee. 
entertained, as far as I am aware, by any; 
member of Her Majesty’s Government. 


House adjourned at Twenty-five: 
minutes before Seven of the 
clock, till To-morrow, a 
quarter past Four of the clock.. 


With Lord Justice Romer | 
We | 
think that to do its work with efficiency | 
One of | 
the two other gentlemen will represent | 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 5th July, 1900. 


the medical and the other the surgical | 


profession. For the selection of a 
representative of the medical pro-. 
fession we determined to refer to 


the Royal College ot Physicians, and we | 
addressed ourselves to the distinguished | 


gentleman who presides over that body, 
Dr. Church, and invoked his assistance. 


We asked him either to move the college | 
to recommend a representative, or, if he | 


was prepared to do so, to place his own 


The Earl of Hualsbury. 


| SPALDING URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. 
(WATER) BILL. (BY ORDER.) 


' Lords Amendments considered. 


Amendments as far as the Amendment 
| in page 6, line 21, agreed to. 


Page 6, line 21, to leave out from 


| Amendment, read a second time. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, | and chattels, or like live stock, to be 
“That this House doth agree with the | transferred with an estate. But surely 
Lords in the said Amendment.”’—(Mr. | those he represented had some title to 
Caldwell.) being consulted before they were thus 

| treated after their long years of service. 

Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) | They naturally objected to this treat- 
said he desired to bring before the House ment, and they pointed out that the 
what threatened to be a great personal | promoters had already conceded the 
grievance and injustice to two of the principle of compensation in the case of 
employees of the company which this Bill | the secretary, as well as by themselves 
absorbed. The circumstances were that for | inserting in the Bill the clause which had 
thelast forty years Mr. Stimsonhad beenthe | subsequently been struck out in the Lords. 
engineer to the company, and had largely | He believed that the Chairman of Commit- 
assisted to bring it up to its present con- | tees had been appealed to in regard to the 
dition. He left the Great Northern | matter, and, with that regard for right 
Railway Company to join this company. and justice which he had always shown, 
If he had kept to the old company he | he had gone into the facts and had sug- 
would have been in receipt of a pension | gested that the parties should agree 
of some £70 a year. In this House the | amicably to an arrangement which he 
promoters of the Bill themselves inserted | believed to be fair and proper. Now, he 
a proviso that any employee of the old (Sir Albert) did not presume to express 
company taken over by the Bill who had | any opinion upon the figures arrived at 
been ten years in the service of the Water by the right hon. Gentleman. But he 
Company should be entitled to compensa- did venture to suggest that the pro- 
tion, the amount of which should be fixed | moters, having conceded the principle of 
by an assessor appointed by the Board | compensation by themselves inserting a 
of Trade. He thought the feeling of the clause providing that it should be assessed 
House would be that an employee of forty | by an arbitrator, it was only fair and 
years not only came within the strict proper that they should be held to it. He 
letter of the clause inserted by the pro- | was sure the House would not allow a 
moters themselves, but that the clause single employee to be taken out from the 
was the policy and practice of Parliament, | general body and placed completely in 
and it was a right and just clause. How | the cold. The gentlemen whom he re- 
was a man sixty-two years of age to make | presented declined to enter the service 
anew departure in his employment? He | of the new authority. They asked that 
would have an equitable claim, the the promoters should be bound by their 
strongest possible claim, on his old | own clause, and that the provision that 
employers, but he would have no such the amount of compensation due to them 
claim on the new authority established by | should be assessed by an _ arbitrator 
the Bill. The principle for which he was | should be re-inserted in the Bill. 
contending had been admitted by the 
promoters themselves, inasmuch as they | Mr. RECKITT (Lincolnshire, Brigg) 
had come to an agreement with the | supported the hon. Member for South 
secretary to give him £500 compensation, | Islington in his effort to secure the 
although he was only receiving a salary re-insertion in the Bill of the clause 
of £30 a year and some legal fees. which would secure compensation for 
Having disarmed opposition in the House | the collector and engineer. It was a 
of Commons by inserting the clause, the | usual proceeding to insert such a clause, 
promoters, when the Bill reached another | and he remembered that a Bill was passed 
place, without any of the parties being | a year ago in which an urban district 
communicated with, caused the clause to | council agreed to purchase some gasworks, 
be struck out. And yet in the circular and in that Bill there was a clause pro- 
they had issued to hon. Members they | viding that, in the case of any officer or 
positively complained that the engineer | servant who had been in the service of the 
and collector had allowed this to be done | company twelve years or upwards, they 
without petition. The promoters’ answer | should, if they declined to continue in 
to his opposition now was that the services | their posts, have a right to compensation. 
of these two employees were to be taken | Now, the present Bill simply provided 
over. That might have been all right | that these two men should be taken over 
centuries ago when people were, like goods | with the undertaking. But was it not 
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rather hard on a man sixty-two years of | 


age that he should be expected to begin 
life afresh in the service of the district 
council? Was it not quite possible that 
at the end of seven or eight years 
he would have to give up his position, 
and then he would have no claim for con- 
sideration at the hands of the council ? 
It was only right that the House should 
safeguard his interests, and see that he 
was properly treated, either by the com- 
pany who were selling the undertaking 
or by the authority who were purchasing 
it. He would like to point out that there 
was a clause in the Bill providing that, in 
the event of the urban district council and 
the water company being unable to agree 
as to the price to be paid for the under- 
taking, the dispute should be submitted 
to arbitration. Surely the right of the 
officials of the company to compensation 
formed one of those considerations which 
should go to determine the total price to 
be paid by the urban authority. The 
question the House had to decide was 
whether these two servants of the water 
company were to receive any compensa- 
tion. They were perfectly satisfied with 
the Bill as it was originally laid on the 
Table of the House. The promoters now 
suggested that no petition against the Bill 
had been presented by these gentlemen. 
In taking up that attitude he did 
not think they were acting squarely 
towards the House. 


individuals who had to appear by counsel 
before a Parliamentary Committee in order 
tu protect their interests in a Bill of that 
character. The tax was sufficiently 
severe in the case of wealthy people, and 
how could persons like an engineer or a 
rate-collector be expected to bear it? 
They ought not to be put to unnecessary 
hardship and expense, and he submitted, 
therefore, that it was only fair that the 
Bill should be restored to the form in 
which it passed the Houre of Commons— 
a form which sufficiently protected the 
interests of these two people. 


Mr. POLLOCK (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing) said he wished to point out that the 
Bill provided that the urban authority 
should take over these two gentlemen 
with the undertaking, and they would re- 
ceive the same salary as they had hitherto 
received from the company. 
that that sufficiently protected their in- 
terests, and he would be very sorry indeed 
Mr, Reckitt, 


{COMMONS} 


' out. 


It was well known. 
that heavy costs were entailed upon_ 


entitled to it. 


He thought | 
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if, in consequence of the opposition now 
being offered, the passing of the Bill wag 
delayed. There was no reason whatever 
why either of the two officials should 
refuse to be transferred. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will the Chairman of Committees give 
the House the advantage of his advice? 
It seems to me very strange indeed that 
a clause passed by the House of Commons 
should have thus been struck out in the 
House of Lords. 


*THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland, Pen- 
rith): I shall be very glad indeed if I can 
assist the House in coming to a decision on 
this matter. The facts are quite clear, and 
I think they have been adequately brought 
The position of these two gentle- 
men, I admit, is one which deserves con- 
sideration; but I doubt very much, 
notwithstanding what has fallen from the 
hon. Member for South Islington, whether 
this engineer has any right to receive any 
compensation at all from the present 
company in whose service he has been so 
long. So far as | can ascertain he would 
have no legal right whatever to com- 
pensation if the company were to dismiss 
him forthwith, assuming, of course, that 
the dismissal was a proper one. That 
being so the question arises, have these 
gentlemen any greater right against the 
council which has taken over the under- 


taking than they have against the 
company itself? I came to the 


conclusion, after hearing the arguments 
on both sides, that they had no legal 
right to compensation at all, but 
that in  one_ respect they were 
put in a worse position under the Bill 
under their new masters than they would 
have been under their old masters, for it 
is pretty certain that a company which 
benefited by their services for so many 
years would never let them leave without 
some solatium or some pension, even 
although they might not be legally 
But the district counal 
have undertaken to continue to employ 
them. Their case differs from that of 
the secretary of the company whose office 
has been abolished, and who consequently 
was entitled to compensation. When 
the parties were before me I suggested 
that a compromise might be arrived at, 
and, having been informed of the wages 
these two men were receiving, I made 4 
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certain proposal to counsel in the case. 
I suggested, in fact, that an amicable 
settlement might be arrived at by the 
payment of a sum of £350 to these 
officials. I understood that the council 
was prepared to agree to that, but, un- 
fortunately, the individuals in ques- 
tion have taken a higher view of their 
rights, and they are asking the House to 
give them full compensation in respect of 
their services, compensation to be paid, 
not by the company to whom 
those services were rendered, but 
by the ratepayers who are taking 
over the business of the company. 
I regret extremely that my suggestion has 
not been accepted. I believe it would 
have been judicious on the part of these 


gentlemen to have agcepted it, and under | 


the circumstances I would suggest that 
the House do agree with the Lords 
Amendment, striking out the compensa- 
tion clause. In the notice of the original 
Bill there was nothing whatever about 
such a clause, and it seems to have been 
inserted in the Bill through an error of 
the draughtsman and contrary to the 
instructions of the district council. It 
was not until the Bill had passed through 
the House of Commons that the council 
discovered that the clause had been in- 
serted, and they at once applied to the 
other House to have it struck out. That 
is the position of matters now. I believe 
that under the Local Government Act of 
1888, as well as the Act of 1894, general 
principles are laid down for dealing with 
these matters, and it is provided that 
where a servant is continued in his em- 
ployment by a county council on taking 
over the undertaking he is not entitled to 
receive compensation in respect of past 
services, but that where his services are 
brought to an end through his office 
being abolished he is entitled to compen- 
sation. If we follow that principle in this 
case we must agree to the Lords Amend- 
ments, and the result will be that we shall 
leave these gentlemen in the employ of 
their new masters, and they will not be 
left stranded after many years service. 


Stir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): I am absolutely ignorant 
of the facts of this case, but I think it is 
one in which, to some extent, the charac- 


_ ter of the House of Commons for justice 


and fairness is involved. It is our duty, 


as far as possible, to protect those who 
cannot protect themselves. 


I quite agree 


{5 JuLy 1900} 
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with the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman as to the general principle 
which has been laid down for the guidance 
of this House in dealing with these mat- 
ters. In the Bill as it passed through 
this House, a clause was inserted protect- 
ing the interests of these two gentlemen. 
If it was wrongly inserted it was the 
business of the promoters to have found 
it out and to have applied to get it struck 
out by this House. But they did nothing 
of the kind until the Bill reached another 
place, and now we naturally have repre- 
sentations made of the injustice which it is: 
alleged is being done to these two officials 
by the striking out of the clause without 
notice to them and without their having 
had any opportunity of opposing such a 
proceeding. We are now asked to agree 
to the Lords Amendment and to leave a 
servant of forty years standing at the 
mercy of new employers, who, of course, 
will not look upon him very amicably, 
having regard to the attitude he has. 
taken up here. He will be liable to 
be dismissed at three months notice. 
I do not think the House of Commons. 
should part with a Bill which inflicts an 
injustice of that sort, and I would there- 
fore suggest that the debate should be 
postponed, so that the parties may have 
another opportunity of going before the 
Chairman of Committees in order to 
endeavour to arrive at a settlement. 
Whatever these gentleman are entitled 
to, let them have it secured to them by 
Act of Parliament. Do not allow the 
clause which protects them to be struck 
out, and thereby leave them at the merey 
of people whom they have been fighting 
in this House. I beg to move that this 
debate be now adjourned. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.”— 
(Sir Henry Fowler.) 


Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: I have no 
objection to the course proposed by the 
right hon. Gentleman. I can assure him 
that during the last fortnight I have done 
my best to bring these parties together. 
I shall be very glad indeed if a settle- 
ment can be arrived at, even if the terms I 
have suggested are not strictly adhered 
to. The adjournment at any rate will 
afford the parties an opportunity of re- 
considering the matter, and I trust that, 
as a result, an amicable settlement may 
be arrived at, although I confess I have 
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no very great hope of it. I am afraid the 
House will be troubled again with it. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday 
-lext. 


LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 1) 
BILL. (BY ORDER.) 
Order for consideration, as amended, 
read, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill, as amended, be now con- 
sidered.” 


*Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth) : I rise 
to move the re-committal of this Bill, 
and I will state, as shortly as I can, the 
reasons why I am asking the House to 
revise the decision of the Committee. The 
point | have to raise is one in regard to 
which I submit a decision should not 
have been come to by a Committee, but 
which should have been determined by 
the House itself on the motion for the 
Second Reading. It is one of essential 
importance and great public interest, 
and it affects the pockets of Her Majesty’s 
subjects to a very considerable extent. 
I am sure, therefore, that, in taking this 
step, I shall have with me the sympathy 
of Members of this House. The London 
County Council have brought two Bills 
before this House. One of them has already 
been sent to another place and is under 
consideration by a Lords Committee, 
The other—the one with which we are 
now dealing—has been passed by a Com- 
mittee of this House, and I am not going 
to impugn any conclusion at which the 
Committee arrived on the merits of the 
Bill. The parties for whom I am con- 
cerned — the local authority for the 
borough of Wandsworth—have a locus 
standi by law, and have a right under an 
Act of Parliament to put a veto upon the 
measure which the County Council have 
brought before the House. Without 
saying whether it is reasonable or not 
that that veto should be continued I have 
a right to say, and I think it will be 
admitted, that they have a locus standi to 
be heard whether or not, and on what 
terms, that veto should be taken away or 
modified. I consider that is a fair ques- 
tion for discussion. The London County 
Council are now recognised as the proper 
authority for working tramways in 

Mr. J. W. Lowther. 
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|London. Their trams necessarily run 
through the districts of many authorities, 
But they have not yet been made, nor 
are they likely to be made by statute, 
the road authority. The District Board 
'of Works in Wandsworth is the road 
authority for that part of London, and 
the question is whether that Board of 
Works shall continue to have its veto with 
regard to interference with the roads for 
the maintenance of which it is responsible. 
What I have now to submit is that these 
authorities ought not to be put to the 
expense thrown directly upon them of 
appearing twice over, both in this Honse 
and the other, upon two Bills introduced 
for the same purpose. They have already 
had to contest one of the Bills in this 
House, and they are now contesting in 
the other House No. 2 Bill, and if the 
House ‘does not listen to my appeal they 
will also have to enter an appearance in 
the House of Lords on No. 1 Bill, on pre- 
cisely the same grounds as they had to in 
| the case of No. 2 Bill. I need not trouble 
the House with the literatim et verbatim of 
the Bill, but I will just refer very shortly to 
the evidence given by three witnesses of 
the most undoubted authority as to 
whether these two Bills do not cover the 
same matter. Mr. Benn, formerly a 
Member of this House, and Chairman of 
the Tramway Committee of the London 
County Council, said that there was no 
doubt that if No. 2 Bill was carried, the 
powers sought for under No. | Bill would 
be unnecessary, so far as the case of con- 
struction was concerned. Mr. Kennedy 
was asked whether there was anything in 
connection with the Westminster and 
Tooting line—which is the line to which 
this Bill refers—which could not be done 
under the other Bill which could be 
done under this, and he said no. 
Mr. Cripps also gave similar evidence. 
Those admissions are sufficient for my 
present purpose, and I submit to the 
House that if the local authorities are 
subjected to the ordeal of appearing upon 
their locus standi twice in both Houses, it 
will be a most scandalous waste of public 
money. The London County Council are 
also using the ratepayers’ money, and for 
the ratepayers to have to bear the expense 
of both sides, the promoters and the oppo- 
nents, is an injustice against which, I think, 
this House will extend its protection. 
Then it is said, “ Why do you not put down 
Amendments to this Bill which cover 


those powers which are contained in the 
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other Bill?” The answer is, because the 
matter is highly technical. One Bill 
is to give authority’ to the London 
County Council to apply electric trac- 
tion to all the tramways that it now 
possesses or may hereafter acquire, and 
the other is for powers to construct 
and reconstruct and open roads, and other 
matters, all of which could be done under 
the other Bill. We have a right to be 
heard, and the local authorities have been 
advised that upon this point they have a 
good case both in this House and the 
other, if not to throw out the Bill in 
accordance with their desire, at least that 
proper and reasonable conditions should 
be made, upon which they ought to have 
the right of veto, if necessary. That is 
the point which I have to put before the 
House. I should, perhaps, say one more 


word upon the subject of amend- 
ing this Bill in this House. Although 
there are only two clauses which. 


mention specifically, by name, this par- 
ticular line, if those clauses were amended 
as general clauses you could not very 
well tamper with them without consider- 
ing whether the other clauses of the Bill 
would not also have to be amended by 
consequential Amendments ; and to have 
to go all through this Bill and study it, 
and bring in a lot of mere verbal, tech- 
nical Amendments, would not only weary 
the House, but, in my opinion, it would 
be a manifest and unnecessary waste of 
the time of the House. If the House 
assents to the suggestion that the money 
of the ratepayers should not be wasted in 
opposing two Bills when one is sufficient, 
and where the people are prepared to 
accept the decision of any Committee— 
on that question the Parliamentary agents 
of the local authorities and the London 
County Council would simply have to 
meet and settle the principle, and they 
would not be in the Committee Room 


‘twenty minutes, whereas if the details 


are discussed in this House it might take 
several hours. It may be thought that I 
should have approached the parties and 
tried to arrange this matter without 
troubling the House at all, but I have 
sought the intervention of the House, 
which, I believe, sympathises with us in 
our difficulty. It has been suggested by 
the local authorities that the two Bills 
might be submitted to one Committee of 
the House of Lords, and I undertake, on 


behalf of those whom I represent, tobe satis- | 
fied with one decision, and why the London | 
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County Council should want to go before 
two Committees I do not know, unless it 
be that if they happen to be beaten on 
the one Bill they think they may succeed 
on the other. But I think under the 
circumstances the House will stand be- 
tween them and the ratepayers’ money 
being squandered in this way, and in that 
belief I beg to move that the Bill be re- 
committed to the former Committee on 
the Bill, and if this motion is carried, I 
shall move an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee to leave out such provisions of the 
Bill as are included in the London Tram- 
ways (No. 2) Bill, passed on 30th April. 


*Mr. THORNTON (Clapham), in 
seconding the motion of the hon. Member 
for Wandsworth, said that he had no de- 
sire in any way to thwart the London 
County Council in their efforts to acquire 
tramways, and to show his bona files he 
might state that it was his earnest desire 
to see the tramway system in that part of 
Clapham and Battersea, which he repre- 
sented, extended and put forward im- 
mediately. The position which he took up 
was identical with that of the hon. Member 
for Wandsworth: that two Bills dealing 
with the same subject, having the same 
object in view, were unnecessary. One 
Bill (No. 2) had already passed the House, 
and they were nowconfronted with another 
(No. 1) which proposed to deal with 
exactly the same subject. The Wands- 
worth District Board had opposed that 
Bill, and was now opposing it in the House 
of Lords. In asking that the Bill be 
recommitted, he desired it to be distinctly 
understood that their action was not due 
to any hostility towards the tramways. 
He had had, by the merest chance, placed 
in his hands that day the case for the 
London County Council, and he saw 
nothing to object therein until he came 
to the statement that “if this motion 
for recommittal be carried the Bill must be 
lost.” He denied that averment, because 
it was competent for the Parliamentary 
agents of both sides to put their heads 
together and arrive at a decision whereby 
the two Bills might be sent to a Committee 
of the House of Lords. There wasa prin- 
ciple involved in the matter. The House 
could not desire to set a precedent 
whereby not two Bills dealing with the 
same subject could be brought before 
them but four or five, because if two why 
not more. He thought that if the London 
County Council would meet the local 
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would be doing a just, if not a generous | to decide, but not until it has heard the 


thing. 
Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ Bill, to the 
end of the Question, and add the words ‘be 


recommitted tu the former Committee on the | Bill. 


Bill,’ instead thereof.”—(Mr. Kimber. ) 
Question proposed, “‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Question.” 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton): | 


Both the hon. Gentlemen who have 
spoken in support of this motion have 
signified their general approval of the 


measure before the House, and the hon. | 


Gentleman who last addressed the House 
denied tuat if it were recommitted it 
would be lost. But anybody who is 
acquainted with the forms of this House 
knows perfectly well that if this Bill 
were 


| local authorities. That has been agreed 
| to by the County Council and the local 
| authorities, with the exception of the 
local authorities now objecting to this 
Exactly the same clauses with re- 
| gard to the methods of electric traction. 
| which have passed the House in the Bill 
_already sent up to the Lords are placed 
‘in this Bill. If in this Bill you do, 
not pass these same clauses you will have 
this peculiar state of things. You will 
have the existing tramways as far as 
electric traction is concerned governed by 
a certain law, and you will have interpos- 
ing pieces of new tramways excluded from 
that law, and therefore you will bar the 
whole development of the electric system 
in London. That is simply the position. 


The hon. Gentleman proposes that some- 


referred back for reconsideration | 


to-day it could not be carried into law | 


this year. There can be no doubt 
about that, and I leave it to private 
Members acquainted with the procedure 
of this House to confirm the truth of what 
I say. It is extremely difficult to see 
what the complaint of the two hon. 
Gentlemen amounts to. They say they 
are complaining because certain clauses 
in this Bill exist in the Bill called No. 2 
Bill, which has already passed this House, 
and which is fora totally different pur- 
pose. The two Bills are quite distinct, 
and there is nothing more common than 
for two different and distinct Bills to be 
introduced in this House with similar 
clauses. No. 2 Bill received most careful 


consideration from the Committee pre- | 


sided over by the hon. Member for Nor- 
wich. The Bill referred entirely to the 
point as to how electric traction shall be 
fitted to the existing tramways which the 
London County Council now possesses. 
It does not sanction the construction of 
any new lines or propose to sanction them. 
Now we come to the question of electric 
traction on these cramways. 
the first Bill, which affects a large number 
of local authorities, the County Council 
consulted no fewer than forty local 
authorities in London, and a large amount 
of interchange of opinion has taken place 
between them with the view of getting 
some workable scheme of electric trac- 
tion. It is the case that under the 


scheme which has passed this House | Clapham. 


the County Council is to make 
Mr. Thornton. 


As regards | 


an | one or 
| 


| supported by the 


thing should be done in the House of 
pee about our sending this to the same 
Committee. The hon. Gentleman ought 
to be as well acquainted as I am with the 
fact that this is not the place where the 
procedure of the House of Lords can be: 
determined. We have made a statement, 
which is in the hon. Gentleman’s hands,, 
which practically covers the ground of 
the whole opposition. It has been 
arranged by the County Council and the 
local authorities that whatever Amend- 
| ments, if any, in respect of electric trac- 
tion are made in the House of Lords in 
No. 2 Bill asregards the existing lines shall 
also be extended and made applicable 
to the new works under No. | Bill. It 
is obviously our interest and our desire 
to have the clauses identical both for the 
old tramways and the new. There are 
not two hearings called for in this matter. 
Two hearings have been asked by the 
hon. Gentleman and those whom he is 
representing for the moment in this place. 
Both Committees have most wisely passed 
these clauses and sent them to this 
House. I trust that the House will send 
the clauses to the House of Lords in both 
Bills. The House of Lords can reject or 
pass them as it pleases. 


| Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): As 
representing a district through which 
these two tramways run, I wish to dis- 
sociate myself from the motion of the 
‘hon. Member for Wandsworth, which was. 
hon. Member for 
I hope to give the House: 
two reasons why they 
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should not deprive London _ for 
another year of the electric traction 


which two Committees of the House have | 
said the London County Council ought | 


to have. In saying this I think it is 
necessary to give a fact or two. The 
London County Council have in opera- 
tion one or two tramways drawn by 
horses on the south side of London. 
That is obviously an inadequate system, 
and not at all up to the requirements 
of the housing problem, and it is not 
in keeping with the accommodation 
which the people require in the way of 
rapid transit. The County Council in- 
troduced two tramway Bills—one to sub- 
stitute electric traction for horses, and 
the other to extend the existing tram- 
ways and to make new ones. I[n_pro- 
moting these Bills the County Council 
has wisely and considerately approached 
forty London local anthorities, and got 
their views as to road material, road 
maintenance, and the minor improve- 
ments necessary to carry out a good 
system of electric traction, and I am 
sorry to think that of all the forty 
authorities the only obdurate ones were 
Wandsworth and Clapham. Encouraged 
by that obstinacy, my own parish got off 
the right lines and was for a moment 
disposed to do the wrong thing, but after 
being confronted with the fact that its 
opposition would lead to the whole five 
millions of London being deprived of 
electric traction for another year, like the 
sensible district it is it recovered itself, 
it pullea itself together, and declined to 
associate itself with Wandsworth, which 
has alternately played the role of Dr. 
Jekyll to-day and Mr. Hyde to-morrow. 
The request put forward by Battersea was 
this: that where the London County 
Council tramways went through the parish 
the County Council should be called upon to 
put a good electric current down and also 
to lay the road between the rails and a 
verge of eighteen inches on _ each 
side. The authorities now opposing 
the Bill went further than that, and 
asked that the whole length of the 
road should be paved with material to 
be determined not by the traction 
authority and the Board of Trade, but by 
the vestry. The result of such an un- 
reasonable demand is that only the vestry 
Is to get the veto, and the County Ceuncil 


is to pay for the whole of the road material | 


along the tramway route. If Wands- 
worth and Clapham succeed to-day the 
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will be blackmailed into the cost of the 
road and street improvements and the 
paving of the tramway routes which ought 
properly to be borne partly by the 
local authorities. The local authorities 
ought to pay for their own roads, and not 
ask the metropolitan ratepayers to bear 
the cost of keeping up their main roads 
and streets. That is a condition of things 
the House of Commons ought not to. 
tolerate. Two Committees have listened 
to the complaints of Wandsworth and 
Clapham, and these Committees have 
declared that there is not much in 
them. I trust that we shall give the. 
County Council the powers they ask, and 
that we shall not allow the respectable 
vestries of Wandsworth and Clapham 
to stand in the way. In representing 
their views they had no need to employ 
counsel, and in paying for that they are 
responsible for every penny they had 
needlessly spent. The Council has given. 
Wandsworth Vestry power to vote 
whether it should be a conduit or over- 
head system. The Council is going to 
have the conduit system. The Council 
has been so reasonable that thirty-eight 
out of forty have agreed with the Council 
view, and it is because the two hon. 
Gentlemen represent, unfortunately, the 
two obstinate districts that I have dis- 
solved partnership with them, and that 
I appeal to the House of Commons not to 
listen to their appeals to-day, and to give 
to the County Council the power which 
they ought to have to introduce a system. 
of cheap and speedy electric traction. 


*Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R..,. 
Rotherham): I happened to be chairman 
of the Committee which considered this 
Bill. I did not understand that the hon.. 
Member for Wandsworth wished to im- 
pugn the decision of that Committee.. 


Mr. KIMBER: Not at all. 
*Mr. HOLLAND: That being so, I 


beg to assure the hon. Member that. 
the Committee, after hearing all the 


‘arguments pro and con., decided. not 


to exclude these particular clauses from 
the measure. I have a further objection 
to the proposal now before the House. It 
is proposed that the Bill should be re~ 
committed to the same Committee. As 
chairman of that Committee, and in the 
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name also of my colleagues on that Com- 


mittee, I may say that we should object | 
to this particular measure being committed | 


to us again, because we have heard all the 
arguments already, and we know exactly 
what the decision would be. Therefore 
it would be a waste of time to send it 
back to that Committee. I wish to say, 
in conclusion, that this Bill, and also Bill 
No. 2, are the outcome of a Herculean 
amount of negotiation between the 
London County Council and the different 
local authorities ; and it would indeed, in 
my view, be a grievous thing if that 
enormous amount of effort were to be 
brought to nought by the passing of this 
Resolution to-day, because the effect of 
that would be to destroy the Bill. 


*Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) : I wish 
to say ditto to what has been stated by 
the hon. Member for Rotherham. There 
has been nothing new brought before us 
this afternoon. Everything has been con- 
sidered most carefully, eminent counsel 
having brought out every point with 
equal clearness, and in every possible way. 
I hope the House will not delay the pass- 
ing of the measure by recommitting it. . 


Mr. KIMBER: After what has been 
said by the Chairman of the Committee 
upon this point I do not think I will press 
this to a division. 
to withdraw the motion. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill, as amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
-and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 


be now read the third time.—(Mr. Cald- | 


well.) 
Prince of Wales’ consent signified. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


TAUNTON CORPORATION BILL (BY 
ORDER). 

Ordered, That in the case of the 
Taunton Corporation Bill Standing Order 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.”— (Mr. Cald- 
well.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, | 


and passed. 
Mr. Holland. 


{COMMONS} 


I beg to ask leave | 
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PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN. 


QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, 
and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously in- 
quired. into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 

Glasgow _ District Bill 

[Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 

time. 


Tramways 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS _ [Lords] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, 
and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders which are applicable 
thereto have been complied with, viz. :— 

Water Orders Bill 

[Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 

_ time to-morrow. 


Confirmation 


'PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
|applicable thereto, have not been com- 
| plied with, viz. :— 

South Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 

| Orders. 


| NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER 
B AAs 

| WIDNES AND RUNCORN BRIDGE 
BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


LINCOLN CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
| Amendments. 
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SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL | the Members of the said Committee, was 


[Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


CORK ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL 
[Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


RAILWAY BiLLs (GROUP 8). 


Sir Lewis McIver reported from the 
Committee on Group 8 of Railway Bills, 


That the parties promoting the Mother- | 


well and Belishill Railway Bill [Lords] 
had stated that the evidence of Alexander 
Findlay, justice of the peace, Parkneuk 
Ironworks, Motherwell, was essential to 
their case ; and it having been proved that 
his attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House, 
he had been instructed to move that the 
said Alexander Findlay do attend the said 
Committee To-morrow, at half-past Eleven 
of the clock. 


Ordered, That Alexander Findlay, J.P., 
do attend the Committee on Group 8 of 
Railway Bills To-morrow, at half-past 
Eleven of the eloek. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 


Sir Lewis McIver reported from the 
Committee on Group 8 of Railway Bills, 
That the parties opposing the Motherwell 
and Bellshill Railway Bill had stated that 
the evidence of James Dunlop, engineer, 
Motherwell, Robert Park, _ builder, 
Motherwell, and Archibald King, works 
manager, Motherwell, was essential to 
their case ; and, it having been proved 
that their attendance could not be pro- 
cured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said James Dunlop, Robert Park, 
and Archibald King do attend the said | 
Committee To-merrow, at half-past Eleven 
of the clock. 


Ordered, That James Dunlop, Robert 
Park, and Archibald King do attend the 
Committee on Group 8 of Railway Bills | 
a at half-past Eleven of the} 
clock. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). i 
Sir Lewis McIver reported from. 


not present during the sitting of the 
Committee this day. 


| Ordered, That Mr. Samuel Woods do 
attend Group 8 of Railway Bills To- 
morrow, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). 
Mr. A. HARGREAVES Brown reported 
from the Committee on Group D of 
Private Bills, That, for the convenience of 
parties, they had adjourned till Monday 
next, at Twelve of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP J). 
Colonel GUNTER reported from the 
Committee on Group J of Private Bills, 
That, to meet the convenience of the 
parties, the Committee had | ad- 
journed till Monday next, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTHPORT CORPORATION BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills 
(Section B), with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—British Gas 
Light Company (Staffordshire Potteries) 
Bill, without amendment. 
That they have agreed to—Latimer 
Road and Acton Railway Bill, with an 
Amendment. 


That they have agreed to Amendments 
to—Glasgow and South Western Railway 
Bill [Lords], South Eastern Railway Bill 
[Lords], without amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to incorporate a company and 
authorise them to acquire the Working- 


'ton Harbour and Lonsdale Dock under- 


taking, in the county of Cumberland, and 


to construct a dock, railways, and works 
,at Workington ; and for other purposes.” 


Workington Railways and Docks Bill 
[Lords]. 
WORKINGTON RAILWAYS AND 


DOCKS BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to 


the Committee on Group 8 of Railway }the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills, That Mr. Samuel Woods, one of | Bills. 





Questions. 
PETITIONS. 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING | 
| (No. 258.] 


LIQUORS). 


Petition from Haverfordwest, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Danesmoor, 
and Briercliffe ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
I 


L. 
Petitions in favour, from Turvey ; 
Danesmoor ; and Bedford; to lie upon 
the Table. 


REPORTS, 


RETURNS, ETC. 


TAXATION LICENCES, 
1899-1900. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 15th June; Mr. 7. iV. Russell} ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 254.] 


LOCAL 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Light Railway Commissioners, and modi- 
fied and confirmed by the Board of Trade, 
authorising the construction of Light | 
Railways in the county of Somerset, 


between Highbridge, Wedmore, and 
Cheddar (Highbridge, Wedmore, and 
Cheddar Light Railway Order, 1900) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


MARINE ENGINEERS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 25th May ; Sir Fortescue Flan- 


nery|; to lie upon the Table, and to be | Vincent.) 


printed. [No. 255.] 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

relative 


feturn presented, 


upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


256. ] 


SEA FISHERIES, ACT, 1868. 
Copy presented, of Report of the Board 
of Trade under Part III. of the Act. 


Orders for Fishery Grants, 1899-1900 | 


[by Act]; tu lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 257. 


{COMMONS} 


thereto | 
[ordered 4th July ; Mr. Ritchie]; to lie | 
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IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
| Return presented, relative thereto 
| [ordered 18th May ; Mr. Patrick O’Brien) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


ARMY SPECIAL PENSIONS. 
Copy presented, of Return for the 
year ended 31st March, 1900, of Pensions. 
specially granted under Articles 730, 1170, 
and 1207 of the Army Pay Warrant [by 


| Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (UNWOUNDED SOL- 
DIERS DEAD OR INVALIDED HOME). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 18th May ; Jr. Thomas Bayley) ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL. 

Copy ordered, ‘of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
‘in the Tramways Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill.,—( Mr. Ritchie.) 


PROBATION OF FIRST OFFENDERS. 

Address for “ Return of the number of 
Case; within the Metropolitan Police 
District, the West Riding of Yorkshire, 
Lancashire, Staffordshire, Warwickshire, 
and Durham in which persons convicted 
of first offences have by reason of their 
youth or the trivial nature of the offence 
been released under recognizances on pro- 
bation of good conduct in the years 1897, 
1898, and 1899, under the Probation of 
First Offenders Act, 1887; and of the 
number of Cases in which such persons 
have been called upon to appear to receive 
judgment, or are known to have been 
subsequently convicted of a fresh offence 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
No. 277, of Session 1897).”—(Sir Howard 


QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 


| THE ATTACK ON THE TA-KU FORTS. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
_ask the Under Secretary of State for 
| Foreign Affairs whether he has any infor- 
mation to the effect that Admiral Kempf 
opposed the policy of attacking the Ta-ku 
'fortson the ground that by this attack 
the Chinese Regulars would be forced 
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into an alliance with the Boxers; and | 
what is the position at present of the | 


American forces. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): We have no such in- 
formation. Our admiral telegraphed that 
all the allied admirals at Ta-ku were 
working in perfect accord. The position 
of the American forces is doubtless the 
same as that of the other allied Powers. 


RECENT NEWS—THE POSITION AT 
PEKING. 

Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs say whether he has any 
news from China ¢ 


*Mr. BRODRICK: We have no later | 


news from Peking than that already com- 


municated, and we have no confirmation | 


of the report which has appeared to-day 


as to the massacre of Europeans in | 
In the opinion of the Com- 


Peking. 
manders an ‘increase of force is required 
before an advance can take place. With 


respect to this we are hourly expecting a | 


reply from the Japanese Government to 
our communications. Her Majesty’s 
Government have intimated to the 


Chinese Minister that the authorities at | 


Peking will be held to be personally 


guilty if the members of the European | 


Legations and other foreigners in Peking 
suffer injury. The Chinese Minister has 
been requested to communicate this 
message in such manner as will ensure 
its reaching the authorities at Peking, 
and it will be made known to the Vice- 
roys throughout China. 

*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman in a position 
to give the House any information as to 
the strength of the guards, the stores, 
food, and ammunition at the Legation in 
Peking ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: No. 


OFFICIAL RELATIONS WITH CHINA. 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: It is doubtful 
whether there is any organised Govern- 
-ment in China with which this country 
could consider itself at war. The first 
attacks on the staffs of the Legations were 
;made on June 9th and 10th. The 
summer quarters of the British Legation 
outside Peking were destroyed on June 
' 10th. The advance on Peking on June 
10th was made at the instance of the 
Ministers at Peking. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — HOSPITAL 
AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS— 
MR. BURDETT-COUTTS’S CHARGES— 
COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 

/ sury when he will be able to inform the 

| House as to the constitution and terms 

‘of reference of the proposed Com- 

/mittee which is to proceed to South 

| Africa and inquire into the arrangements 

for treating the sick and wounded. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
'SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFouR, Manchester, 
E.): We have anxiously considered how 
| Lord Roberts’s request for an impartial 
Commission can be best fulfilled, and we 
| have laid down one or two principles. 
' The first is that it shall be a very small 
Commission. We propose to appoint a 
'Commission of not more than three 
persons. We think that the medical pro- 
|fession should be represented on that 
| Commission, and we have consulted the 
| President of the College of Physicians, 
| and asked him to either serve himself or 


|recommend some person who should 
iserve. Iam glad to say that Dr. Church 
| has himself consented to serve, and I 
| think that that appointment will meet 
| with universal approval in all quarters. 
| We should have been glad in a similar 
/way to consult the Royal College of 
| Surgeons with a view of having a 
| gentleman appointed from the surgical 
| branch of the profession, but we felt that 
| it would be rather hard, and would put 
| Sir William MacCormac in a difficult 
| position, because he has been made the 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to subject of criticism by, I think, the hon. 


ask the Under Secretary of State for | Gentleman the Member for Westminster 
Foreign Affairs whether this country is|and other persons in connection with 
now at war with the Chinese Empire, and | South Africa, and under those circum- 
whether any attacks were made upon the | stances we did not think it would be fair 
Foreign Legations at Peking before Ad- | to him to make the same point of consult- 
miral Seymour began his hostile march | ing him as of consulting the President of 
upon that city. | the Royal College of Physicians. We 
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have, however, found a gentleman who, | 


we think, will command universal respect 
and confidence. It is Professor Daniel 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That, Sir, is 


not a question referred to the Commission, 


‘but I have no doubt that their finding 


John Cunningham, professor of anatomy | 
and physiology in Trinity Coll«ge, Dublin. | 
He is an authority well known to many | 
| Lord of the Treasury whether the Govern- 


gentlemen in this House, and I believe all 


who do know him—I have not that per- | 


sonal honour—will agree that he is fitted 


to carry out the difficult and delicate | 


duties which are entrusted to him. The 
third member of the 
think should be a layman and should not 
belong to the medical profession. We 
have been fortunate enough to secure the 
services of a man who I think will com- 
mand universal confidence in the person 
of Lord Justice Romer, who has consented 
to serve. These three gentlemen will 
form, I believe, as strong, able, and im- 
partial a Commission as could deal with 
this difficult matter. 


Srr. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What are the terms of the reference ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: To report on 
the arrangements for the care and treat- 
ment of the sick and wounded during the 
South African campaign. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, S.) : 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he has made any preparation for 
the discharge of Lord Justice Romer’s 
judicial duties ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Before Lord 
Justice Romer accepted the Lord Chan- 
cellor had to be consulted. The responsi- 
bility rests with him. I have no doubt 
that arrangements for that purpose will 
be made. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (West- 
minster): I desire to ask whether the 
right hon. Gentleman will give this 
House an opportunity of discussing the 
terms of reference and the scope and 
composition of the Commission. I may 
state that ! have the strongest possible 
objection to one name on that Commis- 
sion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the 


will have a bearing on it. 
Mr. DILI.ON : I beg to ask the First 
ment will appoint an independent Com- 


mission to inquire as to the responsibility 
of the War Office in connection with the 


‘treatment of the sick and wounded in 


Commission we | 


hon. Gentleman will tell me what his’! been m 
| exigencies there may have been unavoidable. 


objection is. I see no reason whatever 
for giving the oppurtunity asked for. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): Does the reference include the 
power of inquiry into the organisation of 
the Army Medical Department ? 


| 


| 
{ 


South Africa and into the organisation 
and present condition of the Army 
Medical Department, such Commission to 
sit immediately and conduct its inquiry 
independently of the Commission which 
it is proposed to send to South Africa. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Two indepen- 
dent and simultaneous Commissions, whose 
duties would overlap, seem to me to be 
very objectionable. 


NEW ZEALAND CONTINGENT—TREAT- 
MENT OF THE SICK AND WOUNDED. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
the Government of New Zealand have 
addressed a communication to the Home 
Government with reference to the treat- 
ment of the sick and wounded of the New 
Zealand contingent, and of those who 
have been invalided home ; and, if so, 
whether he will lay the correspondence 
upon the Table of the House. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The only communica- 
tion I have received from the Govern- 
ment of New Zealand on this subject is 
the following telegram from Lord 
Ranfurly, dated 3rd July— 

‘‘ My Government have received great com- 
laints from contingents with regard to 
10spital arrangements in South Africa. New 
Zealand is prepared to meet any costs for com- 
forts or attendance on them.”’ 
To this I have sent the 
reply— 

“In reply to your telegram of yesterday 
(hospital arrangements) Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment regret to learn that such complaints have 
been made. Although owing to military 


following 


temporary deficiencies, as to which : Her 
Majesty’s Government propose to hold full 
inquiry, ample supplies are available, and Her 
Majesty’s Government, while appreciating 
otfer to meet cost of attendance, consider that. 
any such expense should be properly borne by 
Imperial funds.” 
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Mr. DILLON: Was there not a com- 
plaint that some of the New Zealand 
contingent had been sent home badly 
clothed ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have read 
the only communication received on the 
subject. 


CENSORSHIP REGULATIONS. 

Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : 
Qn behalf of the hon. Member for 
the Rushcliffe Division of Notting- 
hamshire, I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, having 
regard to the fact that minutes from 
the Prime Minister and Governor of 
Natal and Generals Murray and Buller, 
respecting the censorship in that colony 
of letters and telegrams, have been made 
public at the request of those who wrote 
them, he will now lay upon the Table 
any documents which have been issued 
by the Government, or those responsible 
in South Africa, prescribing or dealing in 
any way with the manner in which the 
censorship of telegrams or letters should 
be carried out in South Africa or else- 
where. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If this ques- 
tion refers, as I presume it does, to the 
censorship over Press communications, as 
far as I know there are no documents, the 
whole responsibility resting with the 
generals in South Africa. 


Captain SINCLAIR: The question 
refers to the censorship of letters and 
telegrams, not solely to the censorship of 
documents. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course, 
with regard to foreign telegrams and re- 
lations with foreign countries, no doubt 
there are documents, and we have no ob- 
jection to publishing anything that has 
been published in Natal or anything that 
has been made public through the inter- 
national bureau at Berne. 


SPION KOP DESPATCHES. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he will explain why the ex- 
plantion given by Sir Redvers Buller in 
his despatches on the Spion Kop disaster, 
with reference to his failure to exercise 
proper control over General Warren, was 
not included in the published portions of 


{5 Juty 1900} 
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those despatches, and will he state why 
the remarks of Lord Roberts conveying a 
censure on Sir Redvers Buller for abstain- 
ing from the assertion of his authority as 
the officer in chief command over General 
Warren were published, while Sir 
Redvers Buller’s explanation of the 
circumstances under which he so abstained 
has been withheld from the public. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Wynpuam, 
Dover) : The Secretary of State published 
without omission two despatches from 
Sir C. Warren, and two covering de- 
spatches from Sir Redvers Buller. He 
also published Lord Roberts’s comments 
on these four documents. He did not, as 
I pointed out in debate, publish a number 
of other documents, including one from 
Sir Redvers Buller, which was marked by 
him ‘ not necessarily for publication.” 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): And was that Sir Redvers Buller’s 
explanation of his conduct with regard to: 
Sir Charles Warren? Yes, or no? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: [ have no intention 
of re-discussing the exercise made of his. 
discretion by the Secretary of State. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: We will 
discuss it on the Estimates. 


PAARDEBERG DESPATCHES. 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the: 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 
can state when the despatch giving the 
official account of the battle of Paardeberg 
will be published. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM.: This question will' 
be answered with one later on standing 
in the name of the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion. 


PUBLICATION OF DESPATCHES,. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury when it is intended to make any 
further publication of despatches describ- 
ing military operations in South Africa, 
including those relating to the action at 
Magersfontein, the advance to Bloemfon- 
tein, the siege of Ladysmith, and other 
operations in Natal. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: After the con- 


troversies which have occurred on this 
subject there is, of course, some difficulty 
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in deciding when the despatches should | 


be published, but I hope they will be 
published without very long delay. I 
will consult with my noble friend the 
Secretary for War on the subject. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman bear in 
mind that the siege of Ladysmith is a 
thing long past and gone 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, that is , 


so, 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman also bear in mind 
that the Koorn Spruit disaster took place 
on 3lst March, and will he tell us the 
hero of that transaction ? 


Sm WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): On behalf of the 
hon. Member for East Northamptonshire 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
‘Treasury when further despatches and 
documents relating to political affairs in 
South Africa will be laid 
House ; and whether, in any case, such 
Papers will be in the hands of Members 
before the Vote for the Colonial Office 
is taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend proposes to lay Papers in the 
course of the next fortnight. 


HOSPITAL ORDERLIES. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): On behalf of the Member for the 
Ilkeston Division of Derbyshire, I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state the number of 
hospital orderlies employed in South 
Africa in the weeks ending 17th March, 
21st April, and 19th May respectively, 


distinguishing, if possible, those belonging | 


to the Royal Army Medical Corps, the 
Volunteers, the St. John Ambulance 
Brigade, and other organisations. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The 
hospitai orderlies employed in 
Africa were as follows: 
2,936, including 560 St. John Ambulance 
Brigade ; 21st April, 3,739, including 766 
St. John Ambulance Brigade, 84 Militia 


South 


Medical Staff Corps and 361 Volunteer | 


Medical Corps; 19th May, 3,943, includ- 
ing 986 St. John Ambulance Brigade, 91 
Militia Medical Staff Corps, and 492 
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before the | 


numbers of | 


17th March, | 
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Volunteer Medical Corps. This does not 
include the staff of such hospitals as the 
Yeomanry Hospital, Portland Hospital, 
etc., the subordinate male staff of which 
numbers 519, but of which it is not known 
how many are employed as orderlies. The 
returns of Medical Staff raised locally in 


‘addition to the above are not furnished to 


the War Office; but 1,200. stretcher 
bearers are known to have been raised in 
Natal, thereby releasing orderlies of the 
Royal Army Medical Corps for duty in 
the hospitals. 


INQUIRIES INTO CAPTURES OF 
BRITISH TROOPS. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall): [beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether there 

_is to be any formal inquiry by the 
|military authorities into the causes of 
any of the captures of British troops 
during the campaign in South Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Queen’s Regu- 
lations lay down that an inquiry must be 
held in such cases. We have no doubt 
that the Commander-in-Chief will see that 
such an inquiry is held whenever the 
circumstances demand it. 


BRIGADE— 
ARTLLLERY 


ST. JOHN AMBULANCE 
MODERN GUNS FOR 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if there is any intention to recognise 
the services rendered in South Africa by 
the St. John Ambulance Brigade, nearly 
1,500 of whose members have gone out 
to assist the Army Medical Corps ; and 
whether there is any chance of our 
Artillery Volunteers being soon supplied 
with more modern guns. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Questions of this 
kind cannot be conveniently dealt with 
until the war in South Africa is over. 
|Steps have been taken to supply the 
Artillery Volunteers with modern guns at 
the earliest possible date. 


USE OF THE RAILWAY TO KIMBER- 
LEY BY THE DE BEERS COMPANY. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether any information has 
been received at the War Office of a dis- 
cussion between the military authorities 
at Cape Town and the representative of 
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the De Beers Company respecting the | 
running of trains from Cape Town to | 
Kimberley during the period between the | 
taking of Bloemfontein and the advance | 
on Pretoria ; and whether any such trains | 
were run; and, if so, whether stores for 
the De Beers Company were sent to Kim- | 
verley by them. | 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No such informa- | 
tion has been received at the War Office. 


TREATMENT OF DISCHARGED SOL- 
DIERS—CASE OF PRIVATE WEIR. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 

ask the Under Secretary of State for War 

what explanation has the War Office to 
ive for the removal from Netley Hospital 

of Private Robert Weir, of the 27th 
Inniskilling Fusiliers, who had served 
with his regiment all through the Natal | 
campaign, and was sent home in an 
enfeebled state of body and mind, and of 
the deportation of this soldier, who is 
without a pension and has received no 
gratuity, to the workhouse at Ennis- 
killen, where he is at present a pauper 
inmate. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM : Investigations are 

necessary before a question of this nature 

can be answered. I must request the 
hon. Member to postpone it. 


SECTION 423 OF THE QUEEN'S 
REGULATIONS. 


Mr. SCOTT MONTAGU (Hampshire, | 


New Forest): I beg to ask the Under 

Secretary of State for War whether, in 

view of the fact that Section 423 of the | 
Queen's Regulations is habitually infringed 

by all ranks in Her Majesty’s Army, from | 
generals to privates, he will consider the 

advisability of enforcing the said regula- 

tion, modifying it, or abolishing it. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no reason 
‘to suppose that the paragraph in question | 
is habitually infringed, and the Com- 
mander-in-Chief sees no reason to alter it. | 

Mr.GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): | 
What is this section ? 
*Mr. WYNDHAM : 


no doubt knows. 


The hon. Member | 


UNDER-AGE RECRUITS—CASE 
JOHN SMITH. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 


OF 


Tbeg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 
for War whether it has come to the} 


VOL, LXXXV. 


[FourTH Series.]  ' 


{5 Juty 1900} 


_ pay drops when the full pay begins. 
| officer is not allowed to draw full pay and 





626 


knowledge of the War Office that a boy 
named John Smith, under fifteen years of 
age, enlisted in the Meath Militia in 
April last without his parents’ consent, 
and that his father has since appealed for 
his son’s discharge ; and whether he will 
see that the boy is discharged. 


(Questions, 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The officer com- 
manding the regimental district is 
authorised to discharge a recruit who is 
under seventeen years old if his parents 
apply for his discharge, and prove his age 


| by furnishing a certificate of birth. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Will this 


| boy be discharged ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I willsee into that. 


RESERVE OFFICERS’ RETIRING 
ALLOWANCES. 

CoLonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping) : On behalf of the hon. Member for 
the Henley Division of Oxford, I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he can explain why in the 
two classes of Reserve officers, namely, 
those who retired receiving a gratuity or 
lump sum, and those who retired on a 
pension, while both classes receive the 
full pay of their rank while serving, the 
officers entitled to pensions are deprived 
of their pensions, though no deductions 
are made in the case of officers who have 
received a gratuity, and can he state 
whether Reserve officers are being granted 
the usual allowances of their rank ; and 
whether those officers who have been de- 
prived of their pensions will become 
entitled to them as a matter of right on 
completion of their present service. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: As there has been 


a good deal of misunderstanding on this 


point, perhaps I may be allowed to make 
a somewhat full statement. Retired pay 


|is not granted to officers solely as a 


reward tor work done; it is also a 
retaining fee, and is coupled with a 
liability to return to service. If an 


| officer of military age refuses to return to 


service when summoned, his retired pay 
may be stopped as a punishment. That 
being so, the rule is, exactly as in the 
case of half pay, that the lower rate of 
An 


retired pay at the sametime, any more than 
he is allowed to draw full pay and half pay 
2A 
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at thesame time. Turning to the case of 
the officer who retires with a gratuity. 
His gratuity is regarded as capitalised 
retired pay ; he compounds for a gratuity 
instead of taking an annual rate of retired 
pay. Therefore, the rule was that when 
he came back to full pay the actuarial 
annual value of his gratuity should be 
deducted from his full pay. The Sec- 
retary of State has changed that rule for 
two reasons. In the first place, the 


Questions. 


gratuity is always much less than the | 


actuarial value of the retired pay given 
for the same service. But the more 
practical point is that the gratuity was 
actually given as a lump sum and is not, 
as a rule, in the officers’ possession when 
he is called upon to return to service, so 
that a deduction from full pay would in 
that case be a real hardship to the officer. 
The Secretary of State took a favourable 
view of those cases, and discontinued the 
deduction. 
points in the question I may say that 
every officer recalled to service gets his 
allowances, unless he receives consolidated 
pay which includes allowances; and 
every officer who passed from retired pay 


to full pay when called out, will return | 
to retired pay when the emergency is | 


past. 


REGIMENTAL DISTRICT COMMANDS. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether, although com- 


mand pay is retained by an officer com- | 


manding a regimental district during his 
absence upon leeve not exceeding thirty 
days at a time in the year, it is intended, 
under Army Order 119 of this year, that 
such an officer shall be deprived of it 
when he is detailed for fourteen days or 
more on extra duty, as for instance when 
he is in command of a Volunteer brigade 
at a camp of instruction ; whether, during 
the time of such absence on extra duty, 
he is still in effect responsible for the 
work in his regimental district; and 
whether, if is 


officer shall be so deprived, command pay 
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draws the command pay. This is not the- 
case when the colonel goes on leave, be- 
cause leave means permission to be 
absent without deduction from pay. But 
the colonel is naturally not allowed to, 

| draw pay for the work he does not do in 

addition to a special rate of pay for the 
work he does. 


VOLUNTEER CAMPS—SU RGEONS’ 
ALLOWANCES. 

| Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire,, 
| E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
| State for War if he will explain why 
| allowances for attendance at camp are: 
only made to the senior surgeon of a 
| Volunteer battalion, and not also to the: 
junior surgeons ; and whether the War: 
| Office will consider the claim of junior 
surgeons to have an allowance in respect 
of attendance in camp. 





In reply to the other two} *\yfp2 WYNDHAM: As I stated in 


| answer to a question on 21st June, one 


medical officer is allowed in each unit, one 
additional for each brigade, and three for 
This is considered 
sufficient 


Mr. CHANNING: Is the hon. Gentle- 


| . . . 
man aware that this is considered a great 
hardship by a large number of the junior 


surgeons ! 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: We could not 
possibly give a Volunteer battalion, at the 
cost of the public, a much larger medical 
staff than is allowed to a battalion of 


regular troops. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
| Central) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
‘tary of State for War if a decision has 
| yet been taken to facilitate the attendance 
‘of Volunteer surgeons in camp, and to 
|enable the pay and allowances of one 
|surgeon to be divided according to the 
_ attendance their private practice enables 
| them to give. 


intended that such an | 


| *Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. The 


will be given to the major left temporarily | Secretary of State for War has decided 


in command of the regimental district. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 


Member will allow me to answer the last 


paragraph of his question first. 


stated in reply to a former question of |. 


‘to make this concession to the medical 
| officers of Volunteer corps. 


ARMY PENSIONS—CASE OF HENRY 
BEATTY. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.) : I beg 


his that during the colonel’s absence on | to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
attention 


duty the major who takes command | War whether his 


has been 
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called to the case of a man named Henry 
Beatty, who, after having been in the 
Army and Reserve for twenty-one years 
and six days, was discharged from the 
Reserve on 7th January, 1886, with a 
good conduct certificate ; whether he is 
aware that the greater portion of Beatty’s 
period of service was spent in the East 
Indies, where he contracted fever and 
ague, the effect of which has been abso- 


lutely to ruin his health and render him | 


incapable of any active employment ; and 
will he state whether Beatty is entitled to 
a pension ; and, if so, to what pension, 


and, if the man ‘has not received it, will | 


he explain on what ground it has ‘been 
withheld. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. Member 

will tell me the regiment from which 
Henry Beatty was discharged, his case 
shall be inquired into. 


COMPULSORY RETIREMENT OF WAR 
OFFICE CLERKS. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): 
Ibeg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether the Order in Council of 
29th November, 1898, paragraph 18 
(General), gives authority to the Secretary 
of State for War to compulsorily retire 


from the Civil Service an abstractor 
clerk, gazetted to the War Office, who 


had made timely protest against being 
brought under its retrospective action. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, 
Preston) : Certainly. 


INDIAN FAMINE—RELIEF 
OPERATIONS. 

Sir. =WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banftshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he can give 
any particulars, as to the different pro- 
Vinces, regarding the return of the culti- 
vators from the famine camps to their 
villages, to cultivate their fields on account 
of the rain which has fallen ; and whether 
he will state the measures which are 
being taken to feed them in their villages 
until their crops are ripe. 


*Cue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
IND[A (Lord G. Hammon, Middlesex, 
Faling): In accordance with the instruc- | 


tions a the Famine Codes and with the | 
advice of the Famine Commission, the | 
larg relief works are being gradually 
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closed as the rainy season advances, and 
as inducements in the shape of home 
relief draw the people back to their 
villages. Arrangements are ready, or are 
being made, for relieving the destitute at 
their homes and for giving them employ- 
ment at or near their villages. I have 
recently received the following informa- 
tion from the Government of India on 
this subject. 


Questions. 


“Our relief measures have already far ex- 
ceeded Code prescriptions, which are elastic, 
not rigid, and have been adapted by us to 
differing local requirements to entire satisfac- 
tion of local governments concerned. Thus in 
Central Provinces a multitude of kitchens will 
feed all comers during the rains. Aged and 
infirm relieved at home. Able-bodied 
jabourers given local employment by village 
headmen at cost of State, wherever private 
demand for field labour slack, Sixty lakhs 
land revenue suspended out of the eighty-six 
This sum added to twenty-seven 
lakhs special advances and thirty lakhs chari- 
table relief will, in Chief Commissioner’s 
opinion, secure active agriculture during the 
rains. Similar relief during rains adopted 
elsewhere. Bombay Government are extending 
kitchens and gratuitous lists and granting 
ryots advances for subsistence, selves and 
labourers, till next crop. They estimate 
twenty-five lakhs for this besides over sixty 
lakhs for seed and cattle. In Punjab small 
farmers and labourers will receive subsistence.” 


INDIAN FAMINE—SUGGESTED PAR- 
LIAMENTARY GRANT — LONDON 
INDIAN SOCIETY. 

Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN : 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 

sury whether the Prime Minister has 

received a memorial from the London 

Indian Society, praying for an Imperial 

grant in aid of the Indian famine ; and if 


so, whether he will state what reply has 


been given. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that such a memorial has been received 
by the Prime Minister. 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS— 
ATTEMPTED BRIBERY. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Cen- 
tral): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether he has yet heard from 
the Government of India why, in the 
report of the finding and sentence of a 
court martial at Ferozepore on a con- 
ductor charged with taking bribes from a 
contractor, blanks appeared in the Punjab 
command orders; and whether he can 
now give the required information as to 
who offered the bribe, on behalf of what 


2A2 
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-“ 


firm the bribe was offered, what the | 1897, 1898, and 1899, over 130,000 alien 
stores were, and at whose instance the ‘immigrants, other than seamen, landed in 
facts were suppressed. | Great Britain permanently to augment 
‘the native population; that of these 
*Lorp G. HAMILTON : Iam informed | 64,000 were Russians, Poles, and Italians 
by the Government of India that the | or more than 30 per cent. more than in any 
names were omitted by the Punjab mili- | previous period, and that this increase js 
tary authorities from the report to which ' still continuing ; and whether, under these 
my hon. friend refers in consequence of | circumstances, he will explain why there 
a mistaken notion as to the legal liabili- there is a delay in fulfilling the under. 
ties which might be incurred by their taking given by him on 9th February, 
publication. The goods in question were 1897, that the Government adheres to 
shipped by the Indian Brush Factory and | every pledge given on this subject,and that 
were up to standard. They were re- he hoped at no distant period to propose 
jected because the travelling agent who legislation to Parliament on the subject. 
acted on their behalf offered a bribe to. | x ve 
secure their passing. His name is) THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
eadinn se oF TRADE (Mr. Rircuir, Croydon): 
The total number of aliens other than 
seamen recorded on the alien lists as 
OOGARST BATE RISING—INVEST- | having arrived in the United Kingdom 
: tiga OF COOMASSIE. from the Continent in 1897, 1898, and 
Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I | 1899, and not stated in those lists to 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the hold throngh tickets to other countries 
Colonies whether he is now ina position was 130,520, of whom 64,127 were 
to give the House any information as to Russians, Poles, or Italians. The number 
the British garrison in Coomassie and as of immigrants of these nationalities in 
to the relieving column. Is there any | 1899 was more than 30 per cent. greater 
confirmation of the report that the gar- than in any year since 1893. 4 


rison has succeeded in escaping ? 
Sr HOWARD VINCENT: That is 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have re- not an answer to my question. It is 
ceived this morning the following telegram merely a repetition of the facts stated in 
from Colonel Willcocks :—- it. I want to know the cause of the 


“Fumsu, 4th July.—Just received letter delay ? 


sent by Governor Hodgson, in which he states ~ariwe a i ie 

that he with 600 native soldiers under the Mr. RITCHIE : Tam afraid I rather 
command of Major Morris, departed from missed that point. I suppose no steps 
Coomassie, 23rd June, by way of Patiasa and | have been taken because the House has 
Terrabum. Two British officers severely been engaged on other business. 
wounded ; does net send names. Captain | ad 

Bishop, inspector of constabulary, Gold Coast, Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): How many 


and Ralph, Lagos Constabulary, and 100 h i Mea 
native soldiers, have been left’ behind at Of these aliens have become enfran- 


Coomassie, with rations up to 15th July. I chised 4 
will personally relieve Coomassie by that date 
under any circumstances. Hodgson states that 
he intended to go over River Ofin by way of 
Mempong to Cape Coast, but I have applied SMALL DWELLINGS ACQUISITION 
to him by urgent special messengers to leave ACT, 1899 — LOANS TO _ LOCAL 
behind as many men as possible in order to AUTHORITIES. 
give assistance to me to enter into Coomassie. ON Sat eee, ‘ ail 
Lieutenant-Colonel Burroughs, with 400 native MR. BILLSON (Halifax) : I beg to ask 
soldiers, arrived at Dompoasi Ist July. | the President of the Local Government 
Enemy’s force taken completely by surprise; Board how many applications for loans 
sracrsar ear . evacuated by them. Burroughs | under the Small Dwellings Acquisition 
captured forty guns, quantity of gunpowder Act, 1899, have been received from local 
and caps, and also killed thirty of the enemy ; ee an oe | : 
our loss, one native soldier killed in action, | 2Uthorities since the Act came into opera- 
three native soldiers wounded.” tion, and what amount of money has been 
advanced to local authorities in respect of 


| such applications. 


[No answer was given. | 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. 

Smr HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to} THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
ask the President of the Board of Trade | GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
if he is aware that in the three years | RUSSELL, Tyrone, S.): No sum has at 
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present been advanced to local authori- 
ties in England and Wales under the 
Act referred to, but the Local Government 
Board have received two applications for 
sanction to borrow money under the Act, 
and in one of these cases the loan has 
been sanctioned. I have no information 
as regards Scotland and Ireland. 


INSTRUCTION IN COOKERY FOR 
BOYS. 

Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education if his 
attention has been directed to the impor- 
tance of giving instruction in cookery to 
boys likely to enter the mercantile marine 
service; and if he will consider the 
advisability of modifying the provisions 
of the Day and Evening Schools Codes so 
as to enable such instruction to be given 
to boys, when required, in seaport towns. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity): Yes; the matter is now receiv- 
ing consideration. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT— 
CREWE CASE. 

CoLONEL MILWARD  (Stratford-on- 
Avon): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney 
General whether his attention has been 
directed to a judgment in the Crewe 
County Court, delivered by Judge Yate 
Lee upon 19th June, in which the judge 
held that he had not power to enforce by 
a commitment order the payment of com- 
pensation to an injured workman under 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act; and 
whether, failing the county court, there 


{5 JuLy 1900} 


isany other inexpensive tribunal open to | 


workmen whose employers fail or decline 
to pay compensation. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Robert FInLAy, Inverness Burghs) : 
My attention has been called to the judg- 
ment in question. I am informed that 
another learned county court judge has 
decided the other way, and I hope that 
before long the point may be settled by 
the judgment of a superior court. With 
regard to the second paragraph of my 
hon. friend’s question, I must point out 
that the decision as to commitment orders 
does not preclude the enforcement of the 
award by execution or otherwise. 
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HINCKLEY POSt OFFICE. 

Mr. M‘LAREN (Leicestershire, Bos- 
worth) : I beg to ask the Secretary to the: 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether the attention of the 
Postmaster General has been called to a 
recent report of the medical officer of 
health for the town of Hinckley, in which 
he animadverted on the arrangements of 
the Hinckley post office in respect of 
sanitary accommodation for the clerks and 
for the postmaster’s household, in respect 
of space for the staff and for the public, 
and in respect of ventilation ; whether it 
has been admitted by the Surveyor to 
the Post Office that the present building 
is insufficient for the postal needs of a 
manufacturing town of 12,000 inhabitants, 
and whether he is aware that, after repre- 
sentations had been made to the Post- 
master General on the subject several 
years ago, a site was actually acquired by 
him in a suitable position for a new post 
office; and whether he can give any 
assurance that the matter will be further 
inquired into, and the erection of a new 
and commodious post office proceeded 
with. 


Mr. HANBURY: Attention has been 
called to the report in question, and it 
is admitied that the present post office at 
Hinckley is insufficient. A site was pur- 
chased last year and plans for a new build- 
ing have been prepared and are under 
consideration. The erection of the build- 
ing will be proceeded with as soon as 
practicable. 


POSTAL DELAYS IN THE METROPOLIS. 

Mr. CUHEN (Islington, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as re- 
presenting the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware thata large number 
of letters posted in the E.C. district on 
30th June were not delivered in the 
N.W., N.E., W., and S.W. districts till 
various times between twelve and two 
o'clock on the 2nd instant, although the 
letters, having been posted in the metro- 
politan area, were understood to be un- 
affected by the recent postal changes for 
letters to and from the provinces ; and 
whether, if the delay is due to the recent 
alterations in the postal arrangements, he 
can state why the irregularities have 
lasted over a period so much longer than 
was expected, and how much longer it 
will be before they may be expected to 


cease. 
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Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster Mr. HANBURY: Mr. Armstrong was 
General is not aware that a large number | reported to be fully competent to dis- 
of letters were delayed as stated by the | charge the duties of sub-postmaster. It 
hon. Member ; but it is known that a| was considered necessary to appoint a 
large number of prospectuses, notices of man in order that efficient control should 
sales, etc., handed in at the General Post be maintained over the twelve established 
Office and at Mount Pleasant on Satur- | and auxiliary postmen attached to the 
day the 30th ultimo, were kept over for | office, and none of the four post office 
delivery on Monday morning the 2nd_ servants who applied for the appointment 
instant. Such a course is sometimes un-| were suitable, three being women and the 
avoidable, especially at the turn of the fourth an unestablished officer who does 
half year. Letters for delivery in the | not reside at Cootehill. It is not in- 
metropolitan area which are posted in the tended to require Mr. Armstrong to 
Eastern Central district ina box marked _ relinquish his private business. 

“ London,” are not affected by the recent Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: Was not 
change. She Ane EER een eae 
Mr. Armstrong’s predecessor a grocer who 

Mr. COHEN: My information is that ' was required to devote the whole of his 
it was not the prospectuses which were time to the work of the office ! 
delayed, but sealed letters containing ponyemneen 
cheques. May I suggest that the sorting _ Mr. HANBURY: I am told that that 
work should be done by—— ' is not the case. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): Was the 
hon. Member is now making a speech. last holder of the office a lady ? 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I, yr, HANBURY: 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, ~~ ; 
as representing the Postmaster General, LMR aad ch eae eee 
whether his attention has been called to semen get et on 
the delays in the transmission of letters is nee rsa ere 
between the metropolis and some parts han nse EL ha a I beg bs 
of the country ; whether complaints have | “* che Secretary to t ble engines Seok 
been made as to the inconvenience thus | Presenting the Postmaster General, having 
caused to business men: and whether he | °g@"d to the fact that in autumn last a 

‘ guarantee was given for extending the 


will take immediate steps to restore d agnosis anil 
some measure of regularity. | telegraphic communication to Shercock, 
a ' county Cavan, whether he can state the 
Mr. HANBURY: Yes, Sir; this reason for the delay in having the work 
matter has been engaging the Postmaster accomplished. 
General’s very careful attention, and he | 
has good reason to believe that the steps| Mr. HANBURY: By the time that 
taken with the view of restoring regularity | those concerned definitely communicated 
in the service have proved successful. their decision to give a guarantee the sum 
| of money voted b: Parliament for tele- 
COOTEHILL (CAVAN) POSTMASTER- | graph extensions in last financial year 
SHIP. was exhausted, and the Postmaster 
Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): | General had no alternative but to explain 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea-| that the work could not be put in hand 
sury, as representing the Postmaster | until after the end of March in the 
General, if he can state the qualifications | current year. Unfortunately in that 
of Mr. Armstrong for appointment as month the post office at Shercock became 
postmaster in Cootehill, county Cavan ;| vacant, and one of the guarantors—the 
whether, although following the occu- | mother of thelatesub-postmistress—had to 
pation of a druggist, he was appointed | be released from the guarantee. The case 
over the heads of candidates of long ex- | is, therefore, in abeyance pending the 
perience in the postal service ; and seeing | execution of a fresh guarantee. 
that Mr. Armstrong’s predecessor was | 
obliged to give up all other oceupations,|§ GRANTS FOR NEW SCHOOLS IN 


Yes. 


whether Mr. Armstrong has also been NORTH SLIGO. 
required to devote his entire time to| Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, N.): I beg to 
official work. ‘ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland in view of the fact 
that the Government grant for the 
erection of a new national school in Ire- 
jand amounts to a sum equal to two-thirds 
of the estimated cost of the building, the 
remaining portion being supposed to come 
from local sources, and that in certain 
congested districts in Ireland this local 
levy cannot be raised owing to the poverty 


of the people, the consequence being that | 


much needed schools, including those of 
Rockfield and Rathbarrow, in North Sligo, 
remain unbuilt, to the detriment of 
primary education in Ireland, whether 
the Government will consider the 
advisability of increasing the grants 
for the erection of schools in these 
districts. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): I have received no representa- 
tions on this subject from the Com- 
missioners of National Education, and in 
ithe absence of any such representations 
I am not in a position to consider the 
question. 


IRISH DISPENSARY 
DOCTORS. 
Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to a resolution unanimously 
adopted by the board of guardians at 
Banbridge, county Down, on the 28th 
ult, which sought the amendment of the 
law upon the subject of the appointment 
of dispensary medical officers in Ireland, 
in order that each doctor should provide 
and pay for the services of a locum tenens 
inall cases of his own absence, and whether 
he will give his favourable consideration 
to the suggestion. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The resolution 
referred to has been received; but I do 
not think the suggestion contained in it 
could be adupted with advantage. 


MEDICAL 


COLERAINE WORKHOUSE—RELIGIOUS 
INSTRUCTION TO CHILDREN. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that some 
months ago two children of a man named 
Roger O’Brien were placed in the Cole- 
raine workhouse, that they were shortly 
after their birth baptised as Roman 
Catholics, and that they have since been 
registered as Protestants in the books 
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of the workhouse ; whether these children 
_will be delivered over to their father, 
'who has applied for them, if he under- 
' takes to support them ; and by whom, and 
under what authority, and when, their 
religion was changed from Catholic to 
_ Protestant in the books of the workhouse 
at Coleraine. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The putative 
father of these children is, 1 understand, 
a Roman Catholic, whilst their mother, 
who died in January last, was a Pro- 
testant. The two elder children were, it 
appears, baptised as Protestants and the 
two younger as Roman Catholics. The 
board of guardians at their meeting held 
on the 10th February, having before them 
the opinion of counsel, resolved that the 
religious registration of the younger chil- 
'dren in the workhouse books should be 
altered from Roman Catholic to that of 
Irish Church. I am unable to reply to 
the second paragraph ; the matter is one 
for the guardians themselves to deal with. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): Have the Government no 
power to interfere with these attempts 
at proselytism ? 

Mr. G.W. BALFOUR: The matter lies 
entirely in the hands of the guardians. 


Questions. 


PROCLAIMED MEETING AT NEW- 
MARKET. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state on what 
grounds a public meeting announced to 
be held in Newmarket, county Cork, on 
3rd June, to be addressed by the Parlia- 
mentary representative of the division 
and other speakers, was proclaimed ; and 
can he state how many officers and men of 
the Royal Irish Constabulary were called 
in to enforce the proclamation, and from 
what source the expense involved is to be 
defrayed. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This meeting, 
which was convened under the auspices 
of the United Irish League, was _pro- 
claimed because the Government had 
reason to believe that it was intended to 
denounce and intimidate a_ particular 
individual who is in occupation of an 
evicted farm in the neighbourhood. The 
force of police present consisted of 4 
officers and 150 men. Any additional 
expense involved by their employment 
will be defrayed from the Constabulary 
Vote. 
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Mr. FLYNN: 
the Government “ reason to believe ” 2 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: We had a 


sworn 


Questions. 


stated. 

Mr. FLYNN: Sworn by whom ? 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The district | 
inspector. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman knowledge of the fact that the 
meeting was held notwithstanding the 
proclamation ? 


[N oO answer was returned. | 


ANASTHETICS IN BELFAST ROYAL 


HOSPITAL. 
Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) : I 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he. 


can give any particulars to the House re- 
garding the case of a man named George | 
Dover, who died at the Belfast Royal 
Hospital, on 7th June ultimo, under an 
anesthetic, and wili he explain why no | 
inquest was held in this case to ascertain 
if the anesthetic which proved fatal had 
been properly administered, while on the 
same day an inquest was held on another 
hospital case in which the jury returned 
a verdict of death from natural causes ; 
is he aware that the Town Clerk of 
Belfast, at the instance of the Finance 
Committee of the City Council, asked for 
an explanation of this matter from the 
coroner, who replied that the only person 
entitled to demand explanations from him 
was the Lord Chancellor ; 
take steps to draw the attention of the 
Lord Chancellor to this case. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I understand 
that the coroner, in the exercise of the 
discretion vested in him, decided that it 
was unnecessary to hold an inquest in 
the case of George Dover, whilst in the 
second case referred to he found it im- 
peratively necessary to hold an inquest. 
It is open to any of the parties interested 
to bring the action of the coroner under 
the notice of the Lord Chancellor. He 
is not an officer of the Executive, 
Government see no reason for interven- 
ing as suggested in the last paragraph. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Was an 
explanation demanded by the Lord Chan- 
cellor ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


{COMMONS} 
On what ground had | 


information to the effect I have | 
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LIGHT RAILWAYS. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
‘land whether he state what amount, if 
any, of the money voted by Parliament, 
jnamely, £1,000,000, for building light 
railways in ‘Treland, is now available Tor 
that purpose, and also what amount, if 
‘any, is now available out of the £250,000 
| voted for free grants. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The figures 


‘are not accurately stated in the question, 


and will he, 


and the | 


but I may observe that none of the money 


| provided by Parliament for the construe- 
| tion of light railways in Ireland is now 


available for further railway projects. 


“PADDY THE WAD.”’ 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that an employee 
of Lord Kenmare, locally known as Paddy 
the Wad, who was sentenced to twenty 
years penal servitude for kicking an old 
woman to death in the district of Killar- 
ney, has been released from prison ; and 
can he state what term of actual i imprison- 
ment did this man undergo after his 
sentence and up to the time of his release, 
and on what grounds and on whose 
recommendation he was released. 


BALFOUR: Patrick 
Brosnan, to whom the question refers, 
was convicted at the Munster Winter 
Assizes, 1894, of the manslaughter of a 
woman, and sentenced to twenty years 
penal servitude. His term of actual 
imprisonment amounted to nearly two 
years. He was released in November, 
1896, on the ground of health, upon a 
report furnished by the medical officers of 
the prison, which was concurred in by 
the medical member of the Prisons 


Board. 


Mr. G. W. 


Mr. FLAVIN: What was the matter 
with the gentleman’s health? Were 
there any ae reasons for his release ? 


Mr..G. W.. BALFOUR: I have said he 
was. released on the ground of health. 


SYLVESTER DWYER. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state on what date 
was Sylvester Dwyer, now a prisoner in. 
_ Maryborough: Gaol, convicted, and. what 
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was the sentence imposed on him ; and 
can he say for how long Dwyer has now 
been in prison. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This prisoner 
was convicted of a Whiteboy offence at the 
Cork Winter Assizes on the 10th January, 
1888, and sentenced to eighteen years 
penal servitude. He was in custody 
awaiting trial from the 9th April in the 
previous year, so that he has been in 
prison over thirteen years. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Why was not the same 
clemency extended to this man as to Lord 
Kenmare’s bailiff ? 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
Will Dwyer, after his imprisonment is 
over, be appointed to an office under the 
Irish Executive ? 


{No answer was given. ] 


R.LC.—MARRIAGE REGULATIONS. 

Mr. T. J. FARRELL (Kerry, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state what are the Constabulary regula- 
tions in connection with members of the 
police force who get married in the dis- 
trict in which they are stationed; and 
whether it is usual to allow constables to 
continue to do duty for lengthened 
periods in the districts in which they 
have family associations and connections. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Members of 
the force, on becoming connected by 
marriage in the county in which they are 
stationed, are liable to transfer to another 
county. In some cases, however, where 
it is manifest that the interests of the 
public service would not suffer by a 
relaxation of the rule, it is not enforced. 


COMPANY'S ESTATES IN 
COUNTY DERRY. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the tenants of the Drapers’ Com- 
pany’s estate, county Derry, who recently 
purchased their holdings under the Land 
Purchase Acts, had turbary rights, ex- 
tending sixty years back, on the Cullion 
Mountain, and that these rights were 


DRAPERS’ 


recognised since the tenants “purchased | 


their holdings, and up to February last, 


when the Drapers’ Company sold the bog 


{5 JuLy 1900} 
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to two tenants on another estate, who are 
now preventing the tenants from cutting 
turf ; and whether the Land Commission 
will take any action to secure the turbary 
rights, which the tenants claim to have 
enjoyed for so long in this bog, and which 
rights the tenants claim they purchased 
with their holdings from the Drapers’ 
Company. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Land 
Commissioners have no information as to 
special turbary rights on Cullion Moun- 
tain, and no reference was made to tur- 
bary rights in the agreements for sale. 
The Commissioners have no jurisdiction 
to take the action suggested ; the tenant 
purchasers can proceed before the ordinary 
tribunals to enforce any rights which they 
may have as appurtenant to their hold- 
ings. 


DUBLIN POLICE UNIFORMS. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether the contract system for the 
uniform and clothing of the Dublin Police 
and of the Royal Irish Constabulary is 
under the control of the War Depart- 
ment ; and whether, seeing that the 
or. ganisation of the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary is not under the control of the War 
Office in any other department, he will 
consider the advisability of instituting a 
clothing department in Ireland. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The contracts 
for clothing for the Constabulary are 
made through the War Department. 
Contracts for the Dublin Metropolitan 
Police are made through the Chief Com- 
missioner. In both cases, however, the 
cloth is required to undergo the War 
Department tests, and in both cases also 
the tailoring is done in Ireland. In 
answer to the second paragraph I must 
refer to my reply on Tuesday last to the 
question of the hon. Member for North 
Louth on the same subject.* 


Mr. FLYNN: Could not the War 
Office deposit a specimen of the cloth in 
Dublin, so that Irish manufacturers may 
see it? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Samples of the 
cloth have been sent to Irish manufac- 
turers. 





* See p. 413 of this volume. 
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HOSPITAL (LIMERICK) PETTY 
SESSIONS CLERKSHIP. 
Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I beg 


Quest ions. 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 644 


| notice of objection should be dealt with 
|as served within the prescribed time ; 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a vacancy exists in the clerk- 
ship of the petty sessions district of 
Hospital in the county of Limerick ; will 
he state under what circumstances magis- 
trates are entitled to vote for the filling 
up of the vacancy ; and will the Crown 


take the necessary steps to ensure that | 


magistrates who have not qualified them- | 


selves by the legal attendance at petty 


| whether 


the Land Commission have 
power to make such order ; and whether, 
if the landlord is prev ented by disability 
from lodging his objection, it is com- 
petent for the Land Commission to 
receive it from another person. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The ruling of 
the Land Commission in the case in ques- 
tion, which has been the subject of much 
legal controversy, has been upheld on 
appeal to the House of Lords. 


sessions will record their votes at the | 


election. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There is a 
vacancy for a petty sessions clerk in the 
district mentioned. Magistrates only are 
entitled to vote who, being resident in 
the petty sessions district for which the 
election of clerk is held, are justices of the 
county in which said district is situated ; 


RESULT FEES IN IRISH SCHOOLS. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state 
what is the amount of the deficit in the 
results for the year 1899 in District 58 ; 
and what effect such deficit will have on 
the future income of the teachers of this 
district. 


or who, though not resident in the dis. | 


trict, are in the habit of attending and 
acting as justices at the petty sessions 
court thereof. As a general rule, which, 
however, is subject to modification where 
exceptional circumstances exist, a magis- 


trate cannot be considered as having been | 


in the habit of attending and acting as 
justice at the petty sessions court, who 


has not attended at least four times in| | 


each of the three years next preceding 
the election, if he has been so long in the 
commission of the peace. After the 
election the names of the magistrates 
who have voted, with their qualifications 
to vote, are submitted to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, who decides as to the right of 
each justice to record his vote. 


LORD RATHDONN 
Mr. 


EL’S TENANTS. 
MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 


‘Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 


of Ireland whether he is aware that in 
the matter of Section 47 of the Land 
Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, and of Lord 
Rathdonnel, landlord, Margaret M‘Manus, 
former tenant, in the case of an applica- 
tion made in October, 1896, to the Land 
Commission to act as mediators under 
Section 47 of the Land Law (Ireland) 
Act, 1896, and where the landlord failed 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have re- 

| ferred this question to the Commissioners 

of National Education, who state that the 
matter is engaging their attention. 


PROCEDURE OF COUNCILS ORDER. 


Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, in reference to the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill, whether he 
will follow the precedent set in the case 
of the Local Government (Ireland) Bill, 
| 1898, and lay upon the Table of the 
House a draft of the alteration of the 
Procedure of Councils Order which, in 
addition to those recommended by county 
, councils, the Local Government Board for 
Ireland intend to make if they acquire 
the power. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The answer 
to this question is in the negative. The 
Bill merely gives permissive powers, and 
the Local Government Board have no cut- 
'znd-dried scheme of alteration. I may 
say, however, that no alteration would be 
likely to be proposed without giving the 
county councils concer ned an opportunity 
of considering and expressing their opinion 
upon it. 


to lodge his objection thereto within the | 


prescribed time, and did not in fact do so | 
the Land | 


until the 5th February, 1897, 


Commission, by an order dated the 23rd | 


July, 1897, ordered that the landlord’s | Lieutenant of Ireland if he will bring to 


COUNTY KERRY FISHERY PIERS. 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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the notice of the Congested Districts ; numbers of leaflets containing directions 
Board the need for the construction of | on the subject of spraying have also been 
fishery piers at Dunkin and Ventry, | distributed, and placards on the same sub- 
county Kerry. | ject are about to be extensively posted 
| up in conspicuous places throughout the 
Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or THE DE- | country. The matter will continue to be 
PARTMENT or AGRICULTURE For | carefully watched by the Department. 
IRELAND (Mr. PLUNKETT, Dublin Co., : 2 
S.): The suggestion in this question will| Captain DONELAN: Is it the in- 
be brought under the notice of the Con- | tention of the Department to carry out 
gested Districts Board at its next meeting | any experiments with a view to dis- 
on the 13th instant. | covering the best remedy for the potato 
| disease 4 
IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD | sas 
—REPRESENTATION OF Cu. KERRY. Mr. PLUNKETT: Experiments have 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to | been carried out in Ireland for the last 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | three or four years pedo to out 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Congested Dis- | the best means of combating the disease. 
tricts Board will consider the advisability | *; 
of adding to their number arepresentative | HOUSE OF LORDS CLERKSHIPS. 
of the county of Kerry. | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
| the First Lord of the Treasury is he aware 
Mr. PLUNKETT: The number of | that the post of third or readingclerk at the 
members of the Congested Districts | Table of the House of Lords hasbeen vacant 
Board is fixed by statute, and there is | for nearly one year; has he any reason to 
no vacancy on the Board at present. | believe that the two clerks now at the 
| Table find a difficulty in doing the work 
Captain DONELAN: Will the case | hitherto done by three; if there be no 
of Munster be considered when a vacancy | such difficulty, will Her Majesty’s Govern- 
occurs 4 | ment consider the propriety of abolishing 
|the post of reading clerk; if, on the 
Mr. PLUNKETT: That is not a/other hand, there be such a difficulty, 
question for me. | will be explain why there has been so 
| long a delay in filling up the post ; and 
POTATO BLIGHT. | will the Vote for the House of Lords 
Carrain DONELAN: I beg to ask | Offices be put down for a day when it 
the Vice-President of the Board of Agri- | can be discussed ; if so, on what day. 
culture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland whether he is aware that potato! Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
blight has already made its appearance | reason to believe that there is any great in- 
in certain districts in Ireland; and | convenience caused by the delzy in filling 
whether it is proposed to take any, and | this post. 
is so, what steps with a view to prevent | ; 
the spread of the disease should occasion! WELSH SUNWXAY CLOSING BILL. 
arise. Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he is 
Mr. PLUNKETT: The heavy rains | aware that the Standing Committee on 
during the past month in Ireland have | Law was unable, after waiting an hour, 
unfortunately been unfavourable to the | to form a quorum on Tuesday to discuss 
potato crop, but so far I have not received | the Welsh Sunday Closing Bill, although 
any official information as to the appear- | a number of Members had been expressly 
ance of blight. In view of the condition | added to the Committee for the purpose 
of the weather, the Department com- | of taking this Bill into consideration ; 
municated to the public press throughout | whether he has been informed that not a 
the country on the 20th June, a circular | single representative of the Government 
letter drawing attention to the danger of | was present on the occasion to tell the 
disease in the potato crop, and impressing | Committee whether the Bill will be pro- 
on farmers the great necessity for taking | ceeded with this session or not; and 
action at once for the prevention of blight | whether the Government will now state 
by carefully spraying their crops. Large | if it intends to pass the Bill into law this 


| 
' 


| 
| 
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session so as to save the time of the 


members of the Standing Committee on | 


Law. 


Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.): Before the right hon. Gentle- 
man answers the question, I wish to ask 
whether he is aware that there is a very 
strong feeling in Wales in favour of 
the passing of the Bill ? 


Mr. MACLEAN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman also aware that there isa very 
strong feeling in Wales against the 


passing of the Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
information as to the position of the 
Standing Committee on Law, nor have 
I any official means of obtaining such 
information. As to the second part of 
the question, it would not be the business 
of any member of the Government at 
present on the Committee to announce 
the policy of the Government with regard 


to the allocation of time for the remainder , 


of the session. I have already stated 
that it is impossible to give such privileges 
as are desired to contentious private Bills. 
The statements of these two Members 
prove that this isa controversial measure. 


INDIAN BUDGET. 

Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
can now state when he proposes to take 
the Indian Budget. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
I can add anything to what I said on 
Tuesday as to this matter. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What will the business be on Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We must go 
on with the Tithes Bill until it is finished. 
I hope it will be finished to-night, and in 
that event we shall take the Agricultural 
Holdings Bill on Monday. 
MAN(CEUVRES 

{Lords}. 

Ordered, That the Examiners of Peti- | 
tions for Private Bills do examine the | 
Military Manceuvres Bill [Lords], with | 
respect to compliance with the Standing 
Orders relative to Private Bills.—(Mr. | 
Wyndham.) | 


MILITARY BILL 





{COM} 


| SOUTH 
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SIEGE OF LADYSMITH—DISAPPEAR. 
| ANCE OF STORES—SIR C. DILKE, 
AND SIR W. STOKES —- PERSONAL, 
| EXPLANATION. 

| *Str C. DILKE (Gloucestershire, Forest 
of Dean): I wish, by leave of the House, 
to make a very brief personal explana- 
tion with regard to a matter which was 
debated in the House last week. Ina 
London daily paper yesterday there ap.- 
peared a long telegram from Sir William: 
Stokes, consulting surgeon to Her 
Majesty’s field force in South Africa,. 
which was copied into several London 
evening papers and into a large number 
of provincial papers with sensational 
headings. In that telegram Sir William 
Stokes says, “Sir Charles Dilke’s charge 
of robbing stores is absolutely devoid and 
destitute of foundation.” That was a 
charge made by me in the House, and it 
was a charge which I believe is admitted. 
It rests not only on private, but on 
official, data, and I have on two occasions 
asked in this House for the production 
of the minutes of the court-martial which 
was held with regard sto the robbery of 
stores at Intombi Camp. These minutes 
have not yet been given to the House.. 


It is evident that it is to Intombi Camp. 


that Sir William Stokes refers, because 
the next words are these: “ Intombi 
Camp was no doubt unhealthy.” I wish 
to assure the House that I did not ask 
the questions in reference to this matter 
until I had taken every possible means to 
assure myself of the truth of the state- 
ments which had been made to me, and 
that Iam prepared entirely to stand by 
| the statements I made in the debate. At 


| the end of his letter Sir William Stokes. 


| again refers to me by name, and says that 
the charges made were “as unjustifiable 
as they were cruel and unpatriotic.” I 
could, I think, ask the House to treat 
those words as a breach of privilege, but 
it is not my intention to do so under the 
circumstances of the case, as an inquiry is 
to take place. With regard to the charge 


| of want of patriotism, it appears to me to: 


be a patriotic duty to bring such matters 


before the House. 


AFRICAN 
AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS— 
MR BURDETT-COUTTS’S CHARGES 
—COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 
[MOTION FoR ADJOURNMENT. ] 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 


rose in his place, and asked leave to move 


the adjournment of the House for the. 





WAR — HOSPITAL. 
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purpose of discussing a definite matter of 
urgent public importance—namely, “the 
composition and the scope of the reference 
to the Committee to be appointed to 
inquire into the treatment of sick and 
wounded British soldiers in South 
Africa”; but the pleasure of the House 
not having been signified, Mr. SPEAKER 
called on those Members who supported 
the motion to rise in their places, and not 
less than forty Members having accord- 
ingly risen :-— 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I do not want 
to go into what has already passed, but it 
will be within the recollection of the 
House that \ast week a letter from the 
hon. Mem\et for Westminster appeared 
in The Times in regard to the treatment 
of British soldiers in South Africa, and 
especially with regard to their treatment 
in the hospital at Bloemfontein. The 
letter naturally attracted considerable 
attention, and the First Lord of the 
Treasury was asked whether he would find 
some opportunity for the House to discuss 
the matter. The right hon. Gentleman 
very fairly agreed to put down on 
Friday last a nominal Vote for the 
Medical Department of the War Office 
in order that a discussion might take 
place. The discussion then took place, 
and, so far as I understood it, the Under 
Secretary of State for War did not 
traverse in the main the statements made 
by the hon. Member for Westminster ; he 
practically admitted that in the main 
they were correct, although in some cases 
there was, perhaps, a certain amount of 
misconception and exaggeration. With 
regard to the Cape, the hon. Member for 
Westminster, in his speech rather than in 
his letter, stated certain facts, which were 
met by the Under Secretary saying that 
the War Office had complied with every 
demand made upon them hy the local 
authorities, and at the same time he 
stated that a very large number of tele- 
grams had passed between the local 
authorities at the Cape, both medical and 
military, and the War Office. I asked 
whether he would submit those telegrams 
to the House, and he declined to do so. 
With regard to Bloemfontein, the defence 
was that of military necessity, that the 
troops were advancing, that the matter 
was within the discretion of Lord Roberts, 
and that Lord Roberts no doubt would be 


{5 JuLy 1900} 
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taunted with trying to attack the Govern 
ment under the pretence of attacking 
Lord Roberts. That is the past history 
of the case. Before the debate the right 
hon. Gentleman agreed to appoint a Com- 
mittee, and, as he stated this evening, 
to appoint it at the request of Lord 
Roberts. I would point out that it was 
not alone at the request of Lord Roberts 
that that Committee was wanted. The 
request was made by the hon. Member for 
Westminster ; it was supported not only 
by Members on this side of the House but 
by a good many on the other, and cer- 
tainly there was such a strong feeling 
throughout the country at the revelations 
made by the hon. Member for West- 
minster that there wasa universal opinion 
that some sort of inquiry or investigation 
ought to be made. This evening the right 
hon. Gentleman has told us what the com- 
position of the Committee is. He tells us 
it is to be a small Committee, that it is to 
consist of three persons. The first is Dr. 
Church, a medical gentleman ; the second 
is Professor Cunningham, an anatomist ; 
and the third is Lord Justice Romer. 
That hardly meets the requirements of 
Lord Roberts. Lord Roberts is afraid of 
there being too many doctors, and he asks 
that besides two or three doctors—{An 
Hon. Member: One or two.]—he says, 
‘“‘ Besides one or two doctors, let us have 
some men of common sense.” Far be it 
from me to say that Lord Justice Romer is 
not a man of eminent common sense ; but 
still he is only one, and, with all respect 
to Lord Justice Romer, he is an eminent 
legal Chancery lawyer, and he is not what 
I should call a man of business. [‘‘ Oh, 
oh!”] I draw a distinction between a 
lawyer and a man of business. A lawyer 
may be a man of business, but it is not 
his speciality ; the lawyer’s speciality is 
to make money over quarrels about 
other people’s business. But, anyway, 
Lord Justice Romer is only one, and I 
think the House will understand what I 
mean when I say that we want men on 
this Committee who are practical men, 
who are engaged in business, who are 
men of sound common sense, and by 
whom we shall have a sound, thorough, 
businesslike investigation, and a Report 
upon the results of that investigation. I 
cannot understand why we are to have 
two doctors on this Committee. Sir 
William Stokes has defended the doctors ; 


responsible if any person were responsible. | Sir William Stokes has accused my right 


In fact, we were jeered at; we were, 
| 


hon. friend and others of uttering un- 
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truths. Members of a profession are always 
inclined to stand by their profession. 
When it a question which seriously 
affects the whole medical profession, and 
embraces so large a field as this inquiry 
ought to embrace, surely we ought not 


to have two medical men on the Com- | 


mission forming a majority of the Com- 
mittee. It seems to me somewhat 
remarkable that the Government should 
take upon themselves the appointment of 
the members of that Committee, and 
decide upon the reference which is to be 
put to them, without any consultation 
with the House of Commons. According 
to all constitutional doctrines the Ministry 
is absolutely responsible for what goes 
on, and they are directly responsible to 
this House. Whoever heard of gentle- 
men who are, to all intents and purposes, 
the defendants in the case, appointing 
their own jury? The House ought to 
have some sort of control in this matter. 
The appeal was made to the House of 
Commons, and we cannot shirk or avoid 
our responsibility. The House _ of 
Commons ought to have a voice in the 
matter as to what the reference is to be, | 
and also in the composition of the Com- 
mittee. The general usage is that their 
names should be submitted in some sort 
of way to the House of Commons. We 
know what takes place when a Committee 
of this House is appointed. The uames 
are first submitted to us, and the House | 
decides whether it accepts them or not, | 
and it may change a name, and urge that 
this or that gentieman should be added if 
it thinks fit. If this Committee is to 
secure the confidence of the country, there | 
must not be a majority of medical men 
upon it, and the House having been | 
appealed to by the hon. Member for West- 
minster, and a discussion having taken 
place upon this subject, it is perfectly 
illusory to have such a discussion unless 
the House has some voice in the composi- 
tion and reference of this Committee. I 
do not say fora moment that the Govern- 
ment are guilty, or that any particular 
person is guilty. I amaware of the great 
misery and suffering which is always 
involved in war ; but there is certainly a 
prima facie case that the sufferings might , 
have been mitigated had there been more 
care shown either by the Government or 
by their officials, and I do not fix the 
responsibility upon any particular person. 
We have the fact before us that a most 
horrible state of things existed at Bloem- 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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fontein, and that even at Cape Town it had 
been shown that there was not a sufficient, 
number of nurses or orderlies. It appears 
from what was stated that even in a 
simple case like the provision of bandages 
for the wounded they would not have 
been able to obtain them had it not been 
for the fact that there happened to bea 
considerable number of bandages in the 
hands of a private firm. I have moved 
the adjournment of the House in order 
that the right hon. Gentleman the First 
Lord of the Treasury may have an oppor- 
tunity of doing what I think he is bound 
to do under the circumstances, and that 
is to take an early opportunity of giving 
the House an occasion to express its 
views upon the reference to and the 
composition of this Committee. If the 
right hon. Gentleman does not do that, 
then I hope hon, Gentlemen on this side 
of the House at all events, and even some 
hon Members on the other side, will 
register by their votes their protest 
against the course which has _ been 
adopted. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS — (West- 
minster): In seconding the motion of the 
hon. Member for Northampton I desire 
to say that I take this course without any 
previous arrangement with the hon. 
Member. I do not think that it is un- 
reascnable, under the circumstances, for 
me to ask to be heard on this subject. I 
object, in the first place, to one name as 
being that of a gentleman who ought not 
to be on such a Committee when the 
responsibility of the Army Medical 
Department is directly attacked. I[ 
would remind the House that I have 
not myself attempted to _ localise 
the responsibility for what I saw in 


‘South Africa; but of course the Army 


Medical Department must necessarily be 
largely implicated in the question. 
The ion. Member for Northampton has 
called attention to the curious divergence 
of the composition of this Committee 
from the expressed wish of Lord Roberts. 
Lord Roberts’s words were, ‘a small 
Committee, consisting of one or two 
medical men of recognised ability, in 
whom the public have full confidence, 
with some men of sound common sense.” 
I ask whether a Committee which has a 
majority of medical men upon it is a 
Committee framed in accordance with the 
desire of Lord Roberts ? I object to this 
Committee because it has that majority 
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of medical men. The difficulty of arriving 
at an accurate opinion with regard to 
what has taken place in South Africa 
from medical sources has, I believe, 
already been illustrated in the case which 
was the only precedent we have for 
such a Committee. That was at the 
time of the Crimea, when the letters 
of the present Sir William Howard 
Russell awoke the country to the 
true state of things, and a Com- 
mittee of this House was appointed to 
inquire into the case. When those 
letters appeared, describing, in terms 
singularly like those I have myself felt 
compelled to publish, the inefficiency of 
the medical arrangements in the Crimea, 
the chief medical authority on the spot, 
Sir George Brown, was going about in 
this country saying that everything was 
absolutely perfect. There are many 
other analogiés between this case and 
that. Mr. Roebuck brought the matter 
before the House. A Parliamentary com- 
mittee was appointed and Mr. Roebuck, 
the chief accuser of the medical arrange- 
ments in the Crimea, was appointed 
chairman of that committee. The House 
will remember tbat the Aberdeen 
Ministry went out on that proposal, but 
Lord Palmerston came in, and he accepted 
the Committee. I know what the answer 
to this will be. I shall be told that, at the 
same time a Sanitary Commission of 
three was appointed, two being doctors 
and one what was called an engineering 
member, to go out to the Crimea. 
But the object of that Commission 
was not to inquire into what had 
happened, but to at once take in hand the 
bettering of the arrangements on the spot. 
Therefore, of course, it was composed of 
experts. There was another serious differ- 
ence between that Commission and the pre- 
sent one. That Commission was appointed 
not by the Government which defended 
the medical arrangemerts in the Crimea, 
but by the Government which came in on 
the strength of accepting the fact that 
those arrangements were insufficient. I 
desire to ask the House, which I think is 
always generous to an individual, to con- 
sider for a moment the curious position in 
which I myself am placed. I can assure 


the House thut I would not call attention 
to this if I did not think that some slight 
consideration of it on the part of the 
Government would really facilitate the. 
cause we all have at heart, and that is | 
getting at the truth of this matter. What 


{5 Juty 1900} 





Mr. Burdett-Coutts’ Charges. 654 


is my position upon this question? I made. 
certain statements in the press. Those 
statements I repeated in the House and’ 
added to them other statements, which 
together constituted a grave indictment of 
the medical arrangements in South Africa. 
That placed me in the position of a plain- 
tiff ; but the thing has turned round, and 
now I am in the position of a defendant— 
defending the accuracy of my statements, 
and what I believe to be the great 
interests involved in proving their truth, 
if they are true. I know what the 
Government will say. The Government 
will say that they will call me as a. 
witness and enable me to state my case. 
They may possibly say they will accept 
my suggestion of other witnesses who. 
should be called. But is that enough in 
this case ? Is it not the usual practice that 
a man placed in my position should have 
the right to watch the case on his own 
behalf? Has he not the right to put 
what questions he likes to witnesses, and 
to cross-examine all the witnesses? [ 
daresay that some skilful dialectician on 
the front bench will find flaws in this. 
analogy, but to me it seems to be close 
enough for my purpose. My facts have. 
been questioned. Of that I make no com- 
plaint. But my motives have been 
bitterly attacked, not in the country, 
not in the press, but in a more 
influential, though more limited circle. 
I had no motive, no shadow nor shred of’ 
any motive or reason, for making these 
statements except my determination that 
they should be made public, because I 
knew that by that means, and that means 
alone, could we obtain a reform of that 
terrible condition of things. That is my 
position, and with my facts questioned 
and my motives attacked I put it to the 
House whether some claims do not arise- 
out of that position—some claims to me 
with regard to this Committee. I do not. 
ask that those claims should be con- 
sidered. I do not wish to put them for- 
ward, and I am quite willing to lose 
sight of all personal considerations, if the 
Government will allow me to co-operate 
with them to a certain extent in enabling 
this Committee to get at the truth of the 
matter at issue. My suggestion briefly 
is that I should be permitted to suggest. 
to the Government a name for them to add 
to the Committee. I promise to suggest 
the name of one whose impartiality, 
ability, and qualifications cannot possibly 
be questioned. I have waited day by day 
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in the hope that I might receive some 
communication from Her Majesty’s Go- 
vernment on the subject. If the absence 
of any wish that I should co-operate with 
them in this matter is due to an assump- 
tion on the part of the Government that 
they are on one side and I am on the 
other—an idea which can onlv be based 
-on another assumption that the medical 
arrangements in South Africa are perfect, 
-or as perfect as possible—then I deplore 
that I, as a loval member of the party for 
fifteen years, am placed in that position, 
but I put aside personal considerations 
and personal ties to my party, and I say 
that the logical outcome of that position, 
if the Government are on one side and [ 
am on the other, is that one side is 
appointing the judges to try the issue. I 
deplore it if that position should arise. 
I do not believe for a moment that the 
Government would wish such a position 
to be set up. I do not believe that they 
would perpetrate a personal injustice, but 
I must say for myself that, considering 
the experience I have had of this parti- 
‘cular subject, and the knowledge I have 
gained of all its branches, I should be in a 
position to facilitate the inquiries by the 
course I have suggested. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Mr. Labouchere.) 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 
‘(Stirling Burghs): I confess at once that 
I share to the full the disappointment 
that has been expressed by the two hon. 
Members who have spoken at the consti- 
‘tution of this Committee. But at the 
same time I am most anxious that we 
‘should, if possible, avoid the bringing in 
of anything like party recrimination or 
party feeling in the matter, and that we 
should not present to the world at large 
the spectacle, apparently, of the Govern- 
ment unwilling to give a full inquiry as 
alleged by their opponents, and their 
opponents clamouring for a fuller inquiry 
in the face of the Government. I do not 
think that that would be a seemly posi- 
tion for the House of Commons to take 
up in a matter which we all admit to be 
so grave, and a matter which affects so 
deeply the feelings and sentiments of 
a large part of the population 
of this country. The point that strikes 
me as most unfortunate is that which has 


‘been referred to—namely, that there is 
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not a sufficient representation of ordinary 
laymen—that there is, in fact, none at all 
if you exclude a judge from the category 
of laymen. There are two eminent 
doctors, of whom most of us have nothing 
to say, for the simple reason that I am 
afraid the great majority of us do not 
know much about them’ but I take it 
for granted from their position—one aca- 
demical, the other in his profession—that 
they are capable and competent men, and 
also that they are high-minded, straight- 
forward men, who would do their duty 
while in such a capacity. I make no 
doubt of that. Besides them there is 
only an eminent judge; but what is 
wanted, surely, of all things, is what my 
hon. friend spoke of as the man of busi- 
ness, or, rather, the business man—a man 
accustomed to bring his common-sense 
and experience of life and affairs to bear 
upon such problems and _ difficulties 
as no doubt have presented them- 
selves in South Africa. There are 
many men of that kind who could be 
obtained, and whose positions and char- 
acter before the country would secure 
the complete confidence of public opinion. 
Let me point out also that this is not a 
mere question of the technicalities of the 
medical profession. There is the whole 
question of transport and of the power of 
organising relief in such a case as this, 
upon which surely it is most desirable to 
get the opinion of men qualified to give 
that opinion. A number of names occur 
at once of men who, if they would under- 
take this patriotic duty, would, [ am sure, 
satisfy the mind of the country and give 
solidity to the Commission, and secure 
that success for it which I am afraid it 
will not secure if it is constituted as pro- 
posed. I venture to appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman. I have said that I have 
the strongest possible wish not to appear 
as if we were fighting with each other on 
a matter such as this, where the character 
of the country stands at stake before 


the world. It is also a_ matter 
which touches the hearts and _feel- 
ings of many people who have 


relatives there, or may in the future have 
relatives undergoing the chances of war 
in South Africa or in other parts of the 
world. Will the right hon. Gentleman 
not listen to what I would put forward, 
even as a friendly appeal, if he will allow 
me to say so—namely, that two Members 
should be added to the Committee, and 
that those two should be chosen not from 
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any party purpose or on account of any 
prejudice they may be supposed to have ? 
On the contrary, they should be men who 
are least likely to have prejudices, but 
competent men with that priceless quality, 
common sense, to which Lord Roberts 
alluded. I do not know any test, I am, 
bound to say, except the test of their 
past record and their character in the 
eyes of the country. If two men of that 
character were added to this Commission, 
I am certain there would be a great feel- 
ing of relief throughout the country. 
But if that is not done, and if we are to 
have two doctors, however eminent, and 
a judge, however eminent, and nobody 
else, then the feeling of disappointment 
will be great, and I am afraid the chances 
of a successful result will be small. 


*Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): [ would wish to say a few words 
on this motion, and the tone of the re- 
marks of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite enables me to do so. I feel 
deeply concerned in this matter. In my 
early youth [ was a witness of terrible 
scenes in, the army before Sebastopol, 
owing to disease and insufficient prepara- 
tion. It was reported by the Medical 
Commissioners that 50 per cent. of the 
regiments engaged in the siege had 


died of disease in six months. 
Thank God we have had _ nothing 
like that at the present time; but 


there is great reason to believe that 
the best use has not been made of the 
means placed at the disposal of the 
authorities in South Africa by Her 
Majesty’s Government. I believe ample 
provision had been made, that nothing 
had been stinted, but I believe sufficient 
use was not always made of it. Letters 
by the last mail from South Africa, 
the truth of which I cannot doubt, 
showed some shortcomings. The state of 
several hospitals near Cape Town, and of 
hospitsls in other parts of the country, 
showed that insufficient use had been 
made of the supplies, forming, in fact, a 
very heavy indictment against the Army 
Medical Department which required to be 
thoroughly investigated. There was, it 
is charged, a reluctance on the part of 
the meslical officers to call for things 
necessary for the comfort and well-being 
of the sick, who, even within the last few 
weeks, had been lying in a miserable state 
and without proper shelter in places 
where there was no ditticulty as regards 
VOL. LXXXV. [FourtH SErrzs. ] 
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_ transport. We have all heard of it; the 
newspapers are full of these cases. I 
admit that some of them may be exagge- 
rated, but I am convinced that there is 
foundation for others, and that an inquiry 
which would command public confidence 
is required as to whether the best use had 
been made of the means provided by the 
Government with, I believe, lavish hands. 
I should like to avoid inconveniencing 
Her Majesty’s Government in any way, 
but I think the inquiry should be one in 
which the public would have full confi- 
dence, and that men of common sense are 
required on it besides doctors. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.) : The Government have been attacked 
by three gentlemen for three quite dis- 
tinct offences in connection with the 
appointment of this Commission. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for North- 
ampton, who moved the adjournment of 
the House, invented an entirely new con- 
stitutional principle which, with all the 
zeal of a discoverer, he expatiated upon 
in his observations. The hon. Member 
thinks that the Commission ought not to 
be appointed by the Government, but 
ought to be practically appointed by the 
House of Commons. It is a new doctrine, 
and one to which I noticed, with pleasure, 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite did 
not subscribe. It is one which was never 
practised by the party opposite, or by the 
party to which I belong, and for which, 
I believe, there is no precedent whatever. 
Of course, this House has a voice in 
regard to all that pertains to its own Com- 
mittees. The reference is submitted to 
the House, and can be amended ; and the 
names are submitted, and can be objected 
to or approved. But that practice is 
without precedent or example in the case 
of Commissions of this kind. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: There are many 
Commissions appointed by Act of Parlia- 
ment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman never suggested an Act of 
Parliament. An Act of Parliament must 
be submitted to this House and the other 
House, and go through all the formalities 
of the Legislature. A statutory Commis- 
sion is on a quite different footing from 
ordinary Commissions, to which this 
belongs. Such Commissions have never 
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been submitted to the House of Com- 
mons in the way the hon. Gentleman sug- 
gests, and I trust that, for “the con- 
venience of Parliamentary procedure and 
the preservation of the responsibility of 
the Government, this well-recognised 
principle will never be departed from. 
That point practically exhausted the hon. 
Gentleman’s criticism. He did indeed 
say that the Government are the accused 
parties in this matter ; and that therefore 
they ought not to appoint the judges in 
their own case. But I beg to inform the 


hon. Gentleman that the Government 
are not the accused parties. When 


I suggested the other day that there was 
an attempt to drag in the Government 
and to make a party question of it I was 
met with loud cries of ‘* No, no,” and of 
general repudiation from gentlemen on 
that side of the House. I leave the hon. 
Member for Northampton, who moved 
the motion for adjournment, and turn to 
the speech of the hon. gentlemen who 
seconded it. I do not quite apprehend 
the object of the hon. Gentleman’s speech, 
unless it was to suggest that he should 
himself be the man of sound common 
sense for whom Lord Roberts asks and 
who, according to the critics of the Com- 
mission and of the Governmert, is not 
to be found adequately represented 
on the. Commission as it is consti- 
tuted. The hon. Gentleman said that 
he found himself placed in a position 
of great difficulty. I am sorry that 
my hon. friend should be placed in 
such a position. But if he is so plaeed— 
and I do not know why he should think 
that he is—surely he himself is the only 
person who has placed him there. He 
tells us that he has been attacked as to 
his facts and his motives. I do not 
know who has attacked him as to his 
facts or as to his motives. I am perfectly 
certain he cannot quote a single phrase or 
suggestion made by anyone on this bench 
attacking either his facts or his motives. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: I con- 
sidered it an attack upon my motives to 
convert the statement of facts which I 
made into an attack upon Lord Roberts. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon..Gen- 
tleman indeed eriticised somebedy,. and 
who that could be unfess it. is the respon- 
sible officers in the field we were unable 
to discover, and the hon.. Gentleman has 
been unable to explain.. 


Mr. A. J. Bulfour:. 
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*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS:: I did not. 
criticise anybedy. I criticised a state 
of things. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR:. There is no, 
such thing as criticising a state of things, 
You may describe a state of things, but 
you cannot criticise a state of things. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: I am ex- 
tremely sorry to interrupt the right hon. 
Gentleman again, but I must ask him, im 
his own words, wheré or when I criticised. 
any person, and who that person was ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My com- 
plaint against the hon. Gentleman is 
exactly that his criticisms were all of this. 
vague and obscure character. If he was 
merely narrating a very tragic and deplor- 
able state of things without suggesting that 
blame. existed. anywhere, he was really 
wasting the time of the House of Com. 
mons. It: is only because the blame must 
rest somewhere, and in order that that 
blame may be- brought home to the 
proper quarters—it is only on that hypo- 
thesis that it was legitimate to bring: 
forward this- heartrending description at 
all. I am not aware that the hon 
Gentleman made any secret of the fact 
that he thought that in the organisation 
of the advance to Bloemfontein and 
Kroonstad there had been mistakes made 
as to the transport arrangements for: 
which someone was to blame. But I 


‘return to the hon. Gentleman’s speech. 


Nobody here has attacked his facts or his. 
motives. But ifteverybody whose motives 
are criticised or whose facts are attacked is 
to form part of the Commission or is to: 
be consulted. as to its constitution, it: is: 
evident that the-task of the Government 
would be never ending; and we should 
have to consult not only the hon. Gentle- 
man, but the many eminent persons with 
whom he has come inte conflict in tis. 
controversy. It is evident that they 
cannot’ all be members of the Com- 
mission’; and that if they were they 
would be much more occupied in fighting 
amoug themselves than in investigating 
the charges committed to them. But the 
hon Gentleman appears to think that we: 
have shown an almost callous disregard of 
his feelings. I hope that we are not opem 
to that charge ; but the fact is that I didi 
not in this matter consider the hom. 
Gentleman one way or the other. Im 


constituting the Committee I did not think 
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of the hon. Member at all from the begin- 
ning to the end of the business. I hope 
it does not show a hard and callous heart 
on my part, but that is the fact. The 
hon. Gentleman, in accordance with his 
sense of duty, brought forward facts—or 


what he believes to be facts—and laid , 


them before the House. I confess that 


when the hon. Gentleman had done that, | 
able shortcomings which it is admitted on 


[thought he had done all that his ordinary 
sense of duty required him to do, and 
that we might put him and his proceed- 
ings out of account, and set to work to 
find out what foundation there was for the 
charges which he had made. The diffi- 
culties, the somewhat imaginary difficul- 


ties, of the hon. Gentleman under the heart- | 


less treatment which he has received in the 
formation of this Commission are illusory 
evils, and I think a little consideration 


will convince him that they have no real | 
I leave the hon. Gen- | 


existence in fact. 
tleman’s personal complaints to come to 
the more objective criticism of the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite. In his speech 
the right hon. Gentleman seemed to 
take it as an axiom that, on the face 
of it, this was not the kind of Com- 
mission which would command the confi- 
dence of the country. On the face of 
things, it seems to me exactly the kind 
of Commission that would command 
the confidence of the country. No 


doubt it might be possible to find two | 


additional persons who are thoroughly 


competent to join in this important | 
But my own view of a commit- | 


inquiry. 
tee of investigation is that the smaller 
it is the quicker is its work and the more 
effective. That is the only reason why 
the Government preferred a Commission 
of three to a Commission of five. There 
may be something to be said for a Com- | 
nission of five ; but on the face of it, | 
and on the obvious merits, there is an 

immense deal more to be said for a Com- 

mission of three. If you have a Commis- | 
sion of three, it is impossible to conceive a 

Commission which is more fitted than this 

one to carry out the work entrusted to it or | 
which, on the face of it, is more impartial. | 
What is one of the charges made against | 
his Committee? The charge is that. 
there are two medical men upon it. These | 
medical men have no connection with | 
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ment, and I should have thought thas if 
there was a danger it was the danger of 
injustice to the Army Medical Depart- 
ment, who are carrying on their duties 
under conditions not very familiar to 
doctors and surgeons at home accustomed 
to the perfect equipment of a London, 
Edinburgh, or Dublin hospital, and likely 
to be shocked beyond reason at the inevit- 


all hands must occcur when you are deal- 
ing with the exigencies of a rapid cam- 
paign. Therefore, [ do not think that 
there is anything in the fact that these 
gentlemen are doctors which, considering 
their position, will make them in any 
sense lenient to the failures, if there have 
been failures, of the Army Medical Staff. 
I have not the honour of Dr. Chureh’s or 
of Professor Cunningham’s acquaintance. 
But I am informed that Dr. Church is not 
merely the official head at the present 
moment of the medical profession in this 
country, but that he is the President of 
the Royal College of Physicians, who, 
more than anyone in living memory, 
thoroughly enjoys the confidence of his 


colleagues, and is believed by them to be 


a man of peculiar fairness of mind, with a 
great power of organisation and business 
capacity. I am informed that the same 
qualities of common sense as well as high 
scientific qualities might be predicated of 
Professor Cunningham. There are some 
Gentlemen in this House, no doubt, who 
know him ; and I have taken some trouble 
to make myself acquainted with his 
career and attainments. 


*SeRJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
He is a Professor at Trinity College. He 


| is not in practice. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Exactly. The 
right hon. Gentleman is perfectly accurate. 
That of itself goes to show that Professor 
Cunningham is a man who is independent 
of those waves and currents of medical 
opinion which are regarded as objecticns 
to doctors. Though not a practising 
doctor, and not actively connected with 
the medical profession, Professor 
Cunningham has, however, taken the 
most brilliant degrees in medicine and 
surgery, and is thoroughly well equipped 





the Army Medical Department. [An | from a professional point of view. There 
Hox. Memper: Professional bias.] As | remains Lord Justice Romer; and can 
the House very well knows, there has | prejudice go further—I was going to say, 
hen a considerable conflict between the | can. party feeling go further—than this 
profession and the Army Medical Depart- calm assumption on the part of the hon. 
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Gentleman opposite that because a man 
is an eminent professor, or an eminent 


physician, or a distinguished judge, he | 
therefore cannot have those qualities | 


of practical common sense which are sup- 
posed to be found in other more fortunate 
sections and branches of the human race ? 
When Lord Roberts spoke of common 


{COMMONS} 


{thin debating points he sought to make 
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against the hon. Member for Northamp- 
ton. All these must have struck the 
House as being singularly out of conson- 
ance with the feeling which animates the 
majority of the House. When the right 
hon. Gentleman, in answer to the appeal 
made by my right hon. friend—and a 


sense, he did not mean to imply that| more temperate and more reasonable 
doctors had not common sensé ; still less | appeal was never made by a Leader of 


did he mean to say it of so brilliant and 
distinguished a judge of the High Court, 
aman of the business qualities and the 
impartiality and the power of collecting 
and sifting evidence like Lord Justice 
Romer, which are the qualities you want 
in a man who is to preside over a Com- 
mission of this kind. This Commission, 
as I have indicated it to the House, has 
the great qualities of knowledge and im- 


partiality stamped upon it. It has among | 


its members two of the most highly- 
qualified and independent members of 
the medical profession. It has at its head 
a judge of the High Court in this 
country ; and if confidence and impar- 


tiality are not to be secured by a Com- | 


mission of that kind, then I despair of any 
Government or any House of Commons 
or any responsible Minister being able 
ever, now or in the future, to constitute 
a Commission which shall command the 
confidence of the country. I am sorry 
that this deliberate attempt has been 
made, before its labours have begun, to 
asperse the impartiality of the Commission ; 
I deeply, profoundly regret it; but I 
firmly believe that when the names I 
have mentioned go forth to the country 
the people will not agree with the critics 
of the Government on this occasion, but 
that they will universally feel that the 
Government have striven, by names unex- 
ceptionable in themselves and by the 
smallness of the number, of which com- 
plaint has been made, to give the 
best security that their labours shall not 
only be rapid and effective, but rapid and 
conclusive. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): I think | 


that the House, or at least the large 


majority of it, without any distinction of | 


party, must have listened with astonish- 
ment and disappointment to the right 
hon. Gentleman, to the somewhat cheap 


sarcasms which the right hon. Gentle- | 


man thought it to be in good taste to 
launch against his own supporter, the 


hon. Member for Westminster, and the | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


| the Opposition—accuses us of making this 
la party question on this side of the 
| House 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 


so. 


never said 


Mr. ASQUITH: Yes; and of deliber- 
ately aspersing this Commission—I say that 
he is attributing to us motives which are 
entirely unworthy of any body of English 
gentlemen, and totally out of keeping 
with the feeling which pervades all classes 
of the community in relation to this most 
painful subject. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : No. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The hon. Member 
for Central Sheffield says “No,” but I 
believe the right hon. Gentleman fails to 
apprehend altogether the source and the 
character of that disappointment. We 
do not dispute in the least the eminent 
qualifications of these gentlemen. One of 
them is, we know, President of the Royal 
College of Physicians, and if you are to 
have a medical man on the Commission, 
as you must have, I do not suppose it 
would be possible to have a better repre- 
sentative. Another gentleman is Pro- 
| fessor of Anatomy in the University of 
Dublin. Ihave no doubt that be is a 
gentleman of the highest academical 
attainments, but whether a gentleman 
whose experience is confined to a chair 
of anatomy is most calculated to add 


‘strength to a Commission of this 
kind is a matter on which I must 
be allowed to express a doubt. And as 


to Lord Justice Romer, the third member 
of the Commission, no one who has had 
the great advantage, as I have had, of 
practising before him can dispute that he 
possesses all the highest judicial qualities. 
3ut when all is said, when all these 
admissions are made—and I make them 
fully and freely—the right hon. Gentle- 
man has not met in the least degree, I 
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will not say the protest, but the appeal, | 
of my right hon. friend. What is the 
ground of it? It is this. Here is a} 
matter which avowedly affects the feel- | 
ings and the sentiments of a vast number 
of people in this country, and the health 
and lives of our soldiers in South Africa, 
as well as our operations in subsequent | 
campaigns. Grave charges, charges of | 
the most serious character, vouched for | 
not only by the hon. Member for West- 
minster, but by almost a cloud of wit- | 
nesses, have been made in respect of the 





course of this campaign. The Govern- | 
ment confess that they want to have these 
charges investigated to the bottom, and by 
a body which will command universal con- 
fidence throughout the Empire. These 
being the conditions under which you are | 
acting and the objects which you are pro- | 
fessing—I believe honestly professing— | 
to seek to attain, in order to arrive at | 
the best means of improving these condi- | 
tions and of attaining these objects you | 
appoint a Commission the majority of | 
whose members will be medical men. I | 
say to treat this primarily or funda- | 
mentally as merely a medical question is | 
entirely to ignore some of the most im- 
portant considerations. It will very 
likely turn out—I make the hypothesis 
merely because I have no knowledge 
that as far as doctors, nurses, and order- 
lies are concerned everything was done 
that human skill and devotion could do, 
given the conditions under which they 
had to act. It will then become a question, 
and this will be the fundamental question 
which will govern the enquiries of the 
Commission, whether the conditions 
under which they were acting were avoid- 
able conditions, or brought about by want 
of foresight or neglect on the part of 
those responsible, and, if so, who is re- | 
— for that state of things and 
ow 





can its recurrence be _ obviated. 
It is trifling with the intelligence | 
of the country to say that an| 


investigation of that kind, a Commis- | 
sion composed mainly of professional | 
medical men, is the best Commission that | 
could be constituted. If the right hon. | 
Gentleman will allow us to treat this | 
question in a dispassionate and impartial | 
spirit, I want, if I can—the right hon. | 
Gentleman makes it very difficult—like | 
my right hon friend, to come to a modus | 
vivendi acceptable to us all. May I once | 
more, notwithstanding all that the right | 
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hon. Gentleman has said, put it to him 
whether, in the interests of securing 
unanimity in this House and general con- 
fidence in the country, he should not 
accept the suggestion, the most tem- 
perate and moderate suggestion of my 
right hon. friend—not necessarily, of 
course, now—to add to this Commission 
two men of experience in business, men 
of reputed common sense, men whose 
names would command general confidence? 
If he will give a response to that appeal, 
I believe he may confidently count on 


| ascertaining the truth, on fixing the 


responsibility on the right shoulders, and, 
more important than all, on preventing a 
possible recurrence of this horrible state 
of things. 


CoLtonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): I venture to occupy the time of the 
House for a moment or two upon this 
important occasion, because I should not 
like the Government and my right hon. 
friend to believe that all those who sit 
upon this side of the House are satisfied 
with the constitution of this Commission. 
My right hon. friend said the smaller the 
Commission the better, but upon those 


|grounds he might have appointed one 
doctor to examine into the whole ques- 
| tion. 


Allow me to point out to the right 
hon. Gentleman that the object which I 
know he has in view, and which we all 
have in view, is to ascertain the whole 
truth about this question. With regard to 
the statements of the hon. Member for 
Westminster, though I make no statement 
for or against his veracity, I have no doubt, 


jand I believe also the Government have 


no doubt, that what he says he saw he 
did see, and the Government appreciate 
the necessity of finding out the whole 
truth of this allegation, and whether it 
affects the medical officers or the trans- 
port. But they have appointed two 
medical men and a judge. I venture to 


| say that if this was a question of investi- 
| gating the mode in which the sick were 


treated in South Africa two doctors 
would be eminently satisfactory, but that 
is not the question. We want to know 
whether these horrible sufferings described 
so vividly by my hon. friend could or 
could not be obviated. What are the 
facts? We want to find out first 
of all whether the allegations of 
my hon. friend are true, and whether 
the medical appliances and equipment 
were satisfactory at Bloemfontein and 
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elsewhere, and we want to find out 
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whether the transport is to blame for not | 


bringing up to Bloemfontein those ap- 
pliances which it is said might have been 
brought up. Who is to examine into 
this? Not the doctors. They, I fancy, 
will probably examine into the way in 
which the patients were treated, and I 
have no doubt that these two medical 
gentlemen—against whose reputation 


nobody can say a word—will say that all | 


that medical science and skill could do 
under such circumstances has been done. 
We believe that nobody says a word 
against the treatment so far as the treat- 
ment could be carried out. I do not 
know if other Members have had ex- 
perience of these matters, but I have. I 
have seen a doctor called in in an intricate 
ease, and what was the inevitable result ? 
That that eminent person comes out from 
the consultation and says everything 
possible that could be done has been done, 
but that he had advised a modification of 
the treatment. These gentlemen will, I 
have no doubt, do their best, but the 
esprit de corps which exists pre-eminently 
amongst doctors will of necessity bias 
their minds. But who is to judge upon 
the other questions—as to whether the 
transport arrangements were satisfactory, 
and, if the allegations which the hon. Mem- 
ber for Westminster made in drawing 
attention to the problem are true, the 
blame undoubtedly does attach to the 
transport for not bringing up in time those 
medical comforts, ete., which were wanted 
at Bloemfontein and elsewhere. Is Lord 
Justice Romer to go into the question of 
transport ? I do not wish to say anything 
with regard to his Lordship, but I should 
think the only thing he knew about 
transport was transporting prisoners. I 
say if this Commission is to be consti- 
tuted, it must not be a Commission in 
which the majority are doctors. I say, 
without the slightest hesitation, that this 
Commission, if it examines the whole of 
these matters, will not and ought not to 
have that weight with public opinion 
which we all hope a Commission appointed 
by the Government should have. We 
want the mind of the country set at rest, 
and in order to do that a Commission 
ought to be appointed whose decision will 
carry weight with it. I venture to sug- 
gest to the Government that the proposi- 
tion made by the hon. Members on the 
opposite benches, that two lay members 
should be added to this Commission, 





Colonel Saunderson. 
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would enormously add to its weight, and 
at the same time would effect the right 
hon. Gentleman’s desire, and not only 
throw more light on to the question, but 
would carry that light into the heart of 
the country. 


*Captain NORTON (Newington, W.); 
Perhaps I might be permitted to take 
part in this debate, because I feel very 
strongly upon this question. I pointed out 
some time ago that we should want two 
or three Army corps for this war in South 
Africa, and I also pointed out that the Army 
Medical Department was not sufficiently 
strong in point of numbers. Now that the 
Army medical arrangements have broken 
down we are to have an inquiry as to how 
that took place. It can only have taken 
place for one of two reasons: either the 
Medical Department was in itself defective, 
and they had not the personnel and the 
stores they required ; or the blame must he 
cast upon the Transport Department, be- 
cause, assuming that the personnel and 
the stores were sufficient, they did not 
bring them up at the proper period ; yet 
we are to have a Commission appointed 
of which two members are members of 
the profession of the Army Medical De- 
partment, which it is suggested is to 
blame—that is not the class of Commis- 
sion to deal with that question—and 
added to them we have a judge to do— 
what ? To inquire into the question of 
transport! I firmly expected to see one 
of the most eminent of our traffic 
managers of the great railways of this 
country upon this Commission. What 
the country is looking at is this. They 
have made great sacrifices, and have made 
them willingly, but they have been under 
the impression—and it has been said that 
this is no party question, but I say it is 
most distinctly a party question—that 
everything that could be done had been 
done for the sick and wounded. If the 
Government declares war it is their duty 
to be prepared for it and the conduct of 
it. After the Egyptian campaign the 
medical arrangements were found to 


be very defective, and the medical 
men connected with the Army 
Medical Department were absolutely 


deficient in numbers to deal with the 
situation as it developed in South Africa. 
What the country wants to know is on 
whom does the blame rest—upon the 
authorities at home, who did not take 
steps in time, knowing as they must have 
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known that in South Africa there must 
be an enormous amount of enteric fever 
at the close of the campaign; or upon 
the medical men, who were unable to 
carry out their duty owing to defective 
transport? The country want to see the 
responsibility put upon the shoulders of 
the proper persons, and they want to know 
why they were led to believe when they 
made these great sacrifices that their sons 
and their relatives were, so far as the 
medical arrangements were concerned, 
receiving every attention. They want to 
know why there was any suppression of 
what has taken place, and why from the 
press reports they were led to believe that 
everything was all right and in order. I 
will simply conclude my observations by 
suggesting that two lay members who 
have a knowledge of transport should be 
added to the Commission. 


Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) said he did not propose to 


occupy the time of the House more than | 


afew moments. He merely desired to 
express a wish that the right hon. Gentle- 


Commission. Speaking for the prevailing 


feeling in the south-west of Scotland, 
from which he had just returned, upon 
this question, he could say that nine 
people out of ten did not believe in 
two doctors who would invariably agree 
with regard to the Commission. These 
medical gentlemen ‘vere the best men that 
could be got, and he did not impute that 
they were in any way unfit persons. Lord 
Justice Romer also was an extremely able 
man, but if the right hon. Gentleman would 
appoint two additional lay members he 
would have the country at his back. If he 
went to the country withthe Commission as 
at present constituted, although no doubt 
the Commission would report  unani- 
mously, the country would have no con- 
fidence in it. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, W.): 
I feel very strongly indeed upon this 
question, one aspect of which is liable to 
be overlooked if the Committee is con- 
stituted as suggested. I desire to sup- 
port the application which has been made 
to the right hon. Gentleman, because we 
all know that there is a chance when 
these operations are over of a general in- 
quiry into the whole question of the war, 
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and if we withdraw from that inquiry 
as we shall by this Commission, the whole 
of the Medical Department, we are abso- 
lutely bound to make this part of the in- 
quiry thorough ; because it will not be 
held at any other time. Now, I am not 
able to convince myself that the Com- 
mittee as constituted will be likely to 
thoroughly investigate the condition of 
the Army Medical Department, and to 
ascertain what has been well done and 
what has been ill done in the campaign. 
The Army Medical Department is alleged 
to have failed to some extent, but it is a 
miracle to some of us that it has succeeded 
to the extent it has. The hon. Member 
for Northampton was correct when he 
said that the constitution of the Army 
Medical Department has been condemned 
over and over again. I was present 
when the hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary for War told us that the 
Department had been increased tenfold 


| since the war began. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member is now discussing a matter 


| outside the range of the motion. 
man would add two more members to the | 








| the responsibility for this matter. 


bility. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : All I wish 
to point out is that the efficiency of the 
Army Medical Department, having regard 
to the constitution of the Commission, 
is not likely to be thoroughly and _satis- 
factorily investigated. I should like 
to be able to carry the inquiry a great 
deal further than a purely medical 
inquiry, so that it should ascertain not 
only the facts as to whether there were a 
certain number of medical attendants, 
nurses, and so forth in South Africa, but 
whether the provision was such as to 
enable them to work with efficiency, and 
whether their inefficiency has_ been refer- 
able to the conditions under which they 
had to work. I am quite confident that 
the attention of someone should be 
directed to this. The right hon. Gentle- 
man asked who has been charged with 
I do 
not believe that the responsibility will be 
found to rest on the medical men or the 
attendants. I believe that the responsi- 
bility will be found to rest for whatever 
has been done amiss with those who 
organised the Army Medical Department 
on the present basis, and I want someone 
not deterred by professional antecedents 
from bringing home directly that responsi- 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In reply to what 
has fallen from my hon. friend who has 
just sat down, I would venture to de- 
precate any extension of the already 
large subject of inquiry which is to be 
committed to this body of gentlemen. 
When they have completed their labours 
and made their report to the Army 
Medical Department, either they or 
another Commission may be entrusted 
with the further inquiry my hon. friend 
desires. But let us in the first instance 
try to get to the bottom of this specific 
and limited, though all-important, subject. 
I would ask my hon. friend to take that 
as a sufficient reply, as indicating, at all 
events, my personal feeling on the point 
he has brought before the House. May 
I also say, what I did not like to say by 
way of interruption of the right hon. 
Gentleman, that I certainly never in- 
tended to reflect on gentlemen who sit on 
the Front Opposition Bench? I am 
not aware of anything that has fallen 
either from the Leader of the Opposition 
or those in his immediate confidence which 
indicates that he or they had any desire 
from the beginning of these transactions 
to turn this into a party question ; and if 
I used any phrase of that kind that justly 
bore that meaning it must have been by 
inadvertence. I certainly neither felt it 
yor thought it. It is perfectly evident 
to me, after listening to what has passed, 
that the general sense of the House is in 
favour of an increase in the size of the 
Commission. I frankly say that, in my 
opinion, the House is wrong. I think the 
proposal of the Government was unques- 
tionably a businesslike proposal and one 
likely to lead to the most rapid and satis- 
factory results. But I notice that not 
only those who may be said to be pro- 
fessionally opposed to the Government 
take a different view, but also the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite and friends on 
this side of the House who, I believe, 
are anxious that this Commission should 
enjoy general confidence. It is because 
I fear that the kind of criticism passed on 
both sides of the House on the Commission 
in its narrower aspect may in the mind of 
some outside the House shake their 
belief in it, that I think the view held by 
the House is one which ought to be con- 
sidered by the Government, and con- 
sidered very favourably. I do not think, 
after what has occurred, it would be 
possible to restrict the number to three. 


{COMMONS} 


I ought frankly to say to the House that 
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under the circumstances I cannot ensure 
that the three eminent Gentleman I have 
named can be regarded as having given a 
final assent: to serving on the Commission. 
I know that the chairman was greatly in- 
duced to consent to go through all 
the toil and responsibility which presid- 
ing over such a Commission would entail 
upon him by the fact that he thought 
the smallness of the number would 
greatly facilitate the operations of 
the body. I certainly shall have to. 


appeal to him again regarding his services 


and ask whether he is disposed to give 
them. Though [ think the two eminent 
doctors—or, rather, the eminent doctor 
and the eminent man of science—who 
have already accepted places on the Com- 
mission know too much of the House of 
Commons to take quite seriously the criti- 
cisms which have been passed, still I con- 
fess that after they have read the 
statements in debate that the fact of their 
being doctors prejudices them in favour 
of the Army Medical Service, and that 
their opinion is not to be trusted on that 
ground, they may, perhaps, think that 
they are not called upon to go through 
all the labours that the work of this Com- 
mission will entail. I earnestly hope that 
will not be the case. I think myself they 
would be very ill-advised if they took too 
seriously this particular class of criticism, 
and I shall regard it—I say it with 
a full sense of responsibility —as a 
great public calamity if, in consequence 
of these somewhat reckless attacks, 
they should think it necessary to decline 
to serve. In‘the meanwhile, I shall do 
my best, though against my own judg- 
ment, to consult with my colleagues 2s to 
how we can best increase the number 
from three to five. I imagine that the 
House will entirely, at all events, agree 
with me in this: that the one thing to be 
avoided is the appointment of a politician 
by profession. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I think the right hon. 
Gentleman has rightly interpreted the 
feeling of the House of Commons by 
agreeing to the extension of the Com- 
mission. I think it is very important 
indeed that in connection with this very 
important matter, in which the people of 
the country take so keen an interest, the 
members of the Commission should be 
increased by a certain business element, 
which I am sure will be welcomed by 
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men who are to be on this Commission. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: After this con-| for the Amendment I now move. 
cession—in somewhat ungracious terms— | 


{5 JuLty 1900} 


| 


} 


by the right hon. Gentleman, I would. 


ask leave to withdraw my motion. 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


| 


| say what is the meaning of it. 





674. 


(Ireland) Bill. 


none more than by the eminent medical { reduction, and we should be content with 


that variation for one period of fifteen 
years. I think that is a sufficient reason 
I do 
not suppose that one Member in ten in 
the House has read the sub-section, and 


\if they did rvad it they could not exactly 


Roughly 


| speaking, if you find this variation for 


That they have agreed to the Ancient | 


Monuments Protection Bill, with Amend- | 


ments. 


BILL. 


Lords Amendments to be considered 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 284. | 


| the meaning of the sub-section. 


'one period of fifteen years reducing the 
| tithe by 20°9 per cent. you have to repeat 


that operation for the second term of 
fifteen years. That [ understand to be 
I think 


| when you have reduced the tithe once by 
ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION | 


20°9 per cent. you have done sufficiently: 
well. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 6, to leave out Sub-sec- 


| tion 2."-—(Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(LRELAND) 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 2 :— 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- | 
dee) : In proposing to leave out Sub-section | 
2 of this clause, [ wish to ask the right | 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland what will be the financial effect of 
the section if carried out as it now stands. 
My reason for asking is that Sub-section | 
2 proposes to repeat the operation pro- 
vided for by Sub-section 1. If the finan- | 
cial ettect would be serious, that would be | 
a reason for striking out Sub-section 2. [| 
wish to know, a‘so, what will be the 
financial effect on the Church Fund of Sub- | 
section 1 of this clause. I think the Com- | 
mittee ought to be content with the first 
variation. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Ba.trour, Leeds, 
Central) said the hon. Gentleman would 
remember that the average reduction 
during the first term was 20°9 per cent. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
right hon. Gentleman has exactly appre- | 
ciated the nature of the question I have 
put to him. I now understand that the 
effect of Sub-section 1, if applied as it 
stands, will be to reduce the amount of 
tithe by 20°9 per cent. That is a serious 








Question proposed, “That Sub-sec- 


‘tion 2 stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The effect of 


the Amendment will be to replace the 


| standard of variation by a charge which 
| will last for ever. 


What the Government 
propose is not extravagant, from the point 
of view of the reductions that will be 
immediately effected and of the reductions. 
that may be effected later on. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I support the proposal of my 
hon. friend. It appears to me that this 
sub-section rather aggravates the injustice 
produced by the first sub-section. The 
peculiarity of this is that it proceeds in 
wrong-doing in geometrical progression. 


|It begins by doing a bad thing in the 


first sub-section, and it is worse again in 
the second sub-section. I am not sure 
that I have entirely grasped the 
meaning of these two sub-sections, but 
my understanding is this: We have, 
as everybody knows, under the Land 
Act of 1881, a period of fifteen 
years during which the reduction of 
rent lasts. At che end of each period of 
fifteen years there may be, on the applica- 
tion of the tenants, a further hearing and 
a further reduction. As a matter of fact, 
there have been in many cases a further 
hearing and a_ considerable further 
increase in the reduction. As I under- 
stand this Bill, the tithe is to be reduced 
not merely in respect of the reduction of 


rent for the first statutory term of fifteen 
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years, but also on the second statutory 
term of fifteen years. Therefore, these 
tithes are to be subjected to periodic and 
successive reductions. We are not dealing 
here with a single and permanent reduc- 
tion of tithe, but with a plan that pro- 
poses reductions of tithes with successive 
reductions of rent. Let me point out to 
the Committee the full effect of this most 
extraordinary proposal. The right hon. 
Gentleman pointed out, in reply to my 
hon. friend, and he quoted the figures 
correctly, that the average reduction of 
rent in the first statutory term was 
20°9 per cent. It is plain to everybody, 
granting that there should be a reduction 
at all, which I do not, that this reduction of 
20°9 would be adequate enough to meet 
even the demands which the right hon. 
Gentleman puts forward on behalf of the 
landlords. But the right hon. Gentleman 
does not stand at that point. In order to 
fully appreciate the sub-section you must 
go on to consider what has been done in 
Ireland under the second section. What 
is happening? We have in the first statu- 
tory term a reduction of 20°9, but, further 
than that, this reduction of 20°9 is not a 
universal reduction applicable to all parts 
of Ireland, or rather this 20.9 is the 
average of Ireland as a whole. It is not 
the average of Ireland according to the 
provinces. That is my point, and the 
Committee should take this into considera- 
tion. I find that in the county Antrim 
the average reduction is 28°7, in Armagh 
29°5, and in Fermanagh it rises to 30°7. 
So you have this extraordinary state of 
things: under.these two sub-sections, the 
greater the reductions of rent, or, in other 
words, the more oppressive the landlords 
have been, the greater the reduction of 
tithe. In other words, the good land- 
lords are penalised and the bad landlords 
are rewarded under this Bill. If it can 
be proved that the landlords have charged 
fair rents, if it can be proved that the 
landlords have been good landlords, then 
their tithes remain high, or comparatively 
so ; but if it can be proved that the land- 
lords have charged high rents, and that 
there have been big reductions, then the 
bad landlords get the benefit of this by 
having their tithes reduced, with the 
extraordinary consequence which I am 
about to show, and I invite the atten- 


tion of the House to this. I wish to 
point out to hon. Gentlemen _ re- 
presenting Ulster constituencies, that 


rents have been more exorbitant there 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


{COMMONS} 
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|than in the other parts of Ireland. In 


what they would call a disloyal county 
like Cork the average reduction of rent in 
the first statutory period was 22°3, in a 
terrible county like Galway 18. and ina 
county like Roscommon, where a Unionist 
would not have the smallest chance of the 
position of bailiff, 16.8. In so-called dis- 
loyal Roscommon the tithe is to be 
reduced 16°8, and in loyal, Unionist, 
industrious, and God-fearing Antrim, 
Armagh, and Fermanagh it will be 
reduced on an average 28°7, 29°5, and 
30°7, so that under this Bill, supported 
by the hon. Members opposite, some of 
them representing tenant farmers as well 
as landlords, and sent into this House to 
advocate the claims of tenant farmers, these 
loyalcounties will be fined doubly. They are 
supporting a Bill which, as I have shown, 
penalises these counties, because, after all, 
the counties are interested in this matter. 
A reduction of tithe to a landlord is an 
injury to the counties, because it means a 
reduction of the Irish Church Fund, 
which is to be used for one part of Ireland 
as well as another. They are supporting 
a Bill which has for its effect to reduce 
the tithes of the landlords to a larger 
extent in the counties they represent 
than in other counties. In fact, this Bill 
may be properly and accurately described 
as a bonus on rack-renting by a reduction 
of tithe. Furthermore, my hon. friend 
has pointed out this is a treble reduction 
of tithe—the reduction, in the case of 
those who have commuted the tithe, 
by the obliteration of seven in- 
stalments; the reduction, in the 
case of the first statutory term, 
of 20°9 per cent. on the average all 
over the country ; and the reduction 
on the second statutory term where there 
have been larger reductions made in some 
cases than on the first term. Let me give 
the Committee a few figures on the 
second statutory reductions to show the 
effect of this Bill under this particular 
sub-section. I go again to the county 
represented by the hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman opposite—the Member for North 
Antrim. The average reduction in the 
second statutory term in the county 
Antrim—in the year ending March 31st, 
1899—was 31-2, in Armagh 30:1, and in 
Down, the very ark of the covenant of 
loyalty in Ireland, the heroic and loyal 
landlords had their rents reduced 313 
per cent. I do not see the right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman the Member for 
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North Armagh, but if he were here 1} Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It is impos- 
would congratulate him on the splendid | sible to say until the end of the fifteen 
political strategy by which he has been | years what the average reduction will be. 
able to convince his consitituents in the | Any individual case may be altogether 
north of Ireland that they are gaining | wrong. 
enormous benefits by a Union which 
makes their rents 31:3 per cent. higher, Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: There may 
than the Commissioners in the courts of the be a variation of perhaps 1 per cent. 
land think they should fairly pay. I think | But putting the first and second statutory 
it is one of the most marvellous appeals | terms together, the average reduction in 
made to prejudice when they lose sight | Antrim is 50°9 per cent.; in Armagh, 
of their own personal interest. There- | 59°6 per cent. ; in county Down, 59°5 per 
fore, under this Bill, and this sub-section | cent. ; so that in those three loyalist 
in particular, Armagh will be penalised | counties you have an average reduction 
more than any other county. In An-| of nearly 60 per cent. In other words, 
trim, Armagh, and Down rents have been | the loyalist Unionist landlords have been 
more exorbitant, and the landlords more | charging 60 per cent. above fair and 
exacting and less honest than in any of the proper rents. The average in all Ulster 
counties in the other provinces of Ireland. | of the two reductions is 54 per cent. But 
What is the average reduction in Ulster in Connaught, for instance, the reduction 
as a whole? It is 28 per cent. on the, comes to only about 40 per cent. We 
second statutory term, and the 26 or 28 | can now see why the right hon. Gentle- 
per cent. on the first statutory term is in, man puts in the second statutory term. 
addition. The result is that in the :pro- He knows that in Ulster there have been 
vince of Ulster, where rents in the two big reductions under the second statutory 
statutory terms have been reduced 50 per term, and not satisfied with giving the 
cent. or a little more, the landlords by | landlords the benefit of the reduction on 
this precious Bill, and by the assistance the first term of 28 per cent., he piles on 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite representing another 28 per cent., and gives the con- 
those constituencies, are going to get 50 | victed plunderers another bonus for rack- 
per cent. reductions of their tithes. renting their tenants. The more vou 
test this ridiculous and absurd Bill the 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said it could | more its extravagance and injustice are 
not yet be ascertained what the average apparent. The landlords of Roscommon, 
reduction of rents for the second statu-’ who have treated their tenants well, have 
tory term would be. had ‘heir rents reduced only 14 per cent., 
and what is theirreward? The reward 
Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: As I told the of the landlord of Roscommon is, because 
right hon. Gentleman yesterday, his ex- | he is a good landlord, that he gets his 
traordinary ingenuity, subtlety, and tithe reduced by 14 per cent., but the 
nanae Gee landlord of the North, because he has 
resource in advancing arguments have | oe , oo Nec 1 
commanded my admiration, but the argu- |e, es ee en 
7 phe 5‘ oppressive landlord, gets his _ tithe 
ment he has just advanced is too gro- reduced by 60 per cent. The 
tesque even to put before hon. Gentlemen ; whole effect of this Bill is to reward the 
who are helping their friends to get | wicked and to punish the good ; and by 
booty outof publictaxation. The righthon. | what possible means the right hon. 
Gentleman says that nobody can tell what | Gentleman can reconcile such a measure 
the rents for the second statutory terms | to his political conscience I for one am 
will be. But we can forecast the result ; | perfectly unable to understand. 
we have the facts and figures before us | 
of what is taking place now ; we have the) Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.) : 
general condition of Ireland ; we have The hon. Member for the Scotland Divi- 
the reductions set forth on almost every | sion has helped the Chief Secretary in his 
farm in Ireland. In the face of this | argument against the Amendment, be- 
enormous pile of evidence, enabling us to | cause the counties he has named.as hav- 
forecast with almost mathematical acu-| ing received large reductions are agricul- 
racy what will take place, the right hon. | tural counties, and naturally they are 
Gentleman tells us we have no facts to go more reduced than the grass counties of 
upon, | Roscommon and others. Down, Armagh, 
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and Antrim are the three most agricul- 


tural counties in Ulster, and have there- | 


fore suffered most by the fall in prices, 
and that is the reason this clause has been 
brought into the Bill and why the people 
who own the land there should get more 
reduction than in other counties, where 
the price of produce has not been so 
much reduced. It is not owing to their 
being worse landlords, as it is a ‘matter of 
common notoriety that the landlords of 
Down and Antrim are rather good land- 


lords. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said that 


whether the system of farming was grass, 
tillage, or mixed, it had been proved to 
demonstration that the rents were so high 
that they had been reduced enormously. 
The point with regard to this sub-section 
was that apparently there was to be no 
finality in this system of the reduction of 
the tithe. Under the first sub-section the 
average worked out at about 20°9, and 
it must be assumed that in the second 
statutory term there would be a further 
reduction. No doubt the amount of the 
reduction could not be estimated exactly, 
but from the decisions already arrived at 
a fairly accurate approximate conclusion 
could be formed, and it was evident there 
would be considerable reductions all over 
Ireland. Assuming that for the second 
statutory term there was a further reduc- 
tion of 20 per cent., that would make at 
the end of the thirty years 40 per cent. 
If, owing to economic conditions and the 
continued fall in judicial rents in con- 
sequence of the fall in prices of agricultural 
produce, the landlord was to continue to 
get his tithe reduced, it came to this— 
that tithe was no longer a tithe on land, 
but a tithe on rent. That was an 
economic fallacy that everyone could 
perceive. If economic rent disappeared 
in Ireland the revenue of the Irish Church 
Fund would disappear with it, because the 
landlord would pay no tithe even though 
he had a large amount of the land in his 
own possession. The more the sub-section 
was examined the more its unfairness 
appeared. If the landlord was to get 
this booty, let it be fixed at the 
20 per cent. or 25 per cent. on the first 
statutory term, although even then the 
opponents of the Bill would not acknow- 
ledge its justice; but let it not be 
said there was to be no finality. If, 
owing to the continued fall in prices, 
with perhaps a simultaneous rise in 
Mr, A-chdele. 


‘COMMONS} 


(Ireland) Bill. 680 


| the price of labour, there are further: 
reductions in rent, and consequently in 
tithe under the operation of this Bill, the 
corpus of the Church Fund will also. 
gradually disappear. The Nationalists 
would not have offered such determined 
and strenuous opposition to this Bill if 
the money had been coming from Imperial 
funds instead of from the Irish Church 


Fund 





*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
That does not seem to me to be relevant 
to the Amendment before the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. FLYNN contended that the first 
sub-section set up an injustice in that it 
measured the reduction of tithe by the 
average reduction of rent in the various 
counties for the first statutory term, but 
that bad condition of things would be 
made still worse by the second sub-section. 
A good case had been made out for 
striking out the sub-section, and he hoped 
the Government would not be obstinate 
over the matter. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said the hon. 
Gentleman opposite had professed to 
give a reason why the reductions of rent 
in the north of Ireland were so much 
greater than in the south, and that reason 
was one of the most singular he had ever 
heard. The fact that the northern 
counties were agricultural, and for that 
reason had received larger reductions of 
rent, did not in the slightest degree affect 
the injustice of those rents. Those re- 
ductions of rent were an indictment 
against the northern landlords, and the 
point taken by the hon. Member for the 
Scotland Division with regard to Sub- 
sections 1 and 2 was absolutely unanswer- 
able. The Bill actually proposed to give 
throughout Ireland the greatest reduction 
of tithe in those counties where the land- 
lords had been the greatest rack-renters. 
An attempt was being made to force 
through the House by the closure, by 
sneers, but really without any argument 
at all, a Bill which for complexity and 
entanglement was one of the most for- 
midable he had ever known, the object 
being to get the Committee to commit 
itself to a raid on a public fund, but the 
object was wrapped up in such a mass of 
technicalities and disguises that he 
‘doubted whether one of the 400 Members 
who had voted in the divisions had the 
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faintest idea of the A BC of the whole 
question.- The hon. Member for the 
Scotland Division had just pointed out 
that under the extraordinary and unheard 
of system or standard of variation set up 
by these sub-sections the Province of 
Ulster would obtain an enormous advan- 
tage, amounting to nearly 100 per cent. 
in some cases, as compared with the 
southern provinces. That immediately 
recalled to his mind the fact that Ulster 
was always tithed a great deal lower than 
the other provinces of Ireland, and now 
this ingenious system had been devised 
by which an enormously larger reduction 
of tithe would be given to the province 
which had always been tithed lower than 
any other province in Ireland. That that 
was the fact with regard to Ulster was 
shown by the Report of the Tithes Com- 
mission. The right hon. Gentleman had 
repeated that if the system of variation 
of tithes at present in force in England 
was extended to Ireland it would inevit- 
ably result in a larger reduction than 
would be the case under this Bill. That 
really was not true. That argument 
might have had some weight in regard to 
Sub-section 1, which dealt only with the 
reduction for the first statutory term, but 
under Sub-section 2 a much longer step 
was taken, and that contention entirely 
disappeared. The grand discovery had 
been made that the tithe must vary with 
‘the rent ; but what would be said if that 
theory were applied to England ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 

Committee have already decided that 
point, and we cannot go back on that 
decision. 


Mr. DILLON submitted, with all 
respect, that the Committee had done 
nothing of the kind. The Committee 
had not yet decided that the tithe was 
to be varied at all. In fact, the Chair- 
man himself had ruled that the question 
of varying would have to be discussed on 
Clause 3. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: What I intended 
to say was that the Committee decided 
yesterday that the standard of variation 
should be rent and not prices. 


Mr. DILLON said the Committee 
were now discussing a sub-section which 
proposed to set up as a standard of varia- 
tion an extension of that system, and if 
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they were entitled to discuss the clause 
at all they were entitled to discuss it 
from the point of view of extending the 
variation in direct relation to the fluctua- 
tion of rents. All that was de- 
cided by the first sub-section was 
that there should be a_ reduction 
of 209 per cent. according to 
that standard, but the Committee had 
not in any way, impliedly or directly, 
decided yet whether tithes should vary 
or even the standard. Sub-seetion 2 pro- 
vided that they were not to stop at a 
reduction the amount of which was 
known, but they were to take a further 
step and plunge into the unknown. The 
right hon. Gentleman asked what would 
happen if the English system were applied 
to Ireland. He would reply in the Irish 
fashion by asking another question: 
What would happen in England if the 
Irish system were extended to England ? 
What would be the feeling in the Church 
of Engiand if a Bill were introduced 
providing that on large estates in tkis 
country where no rent was paid or 
recoverable, no tithe should be paid ? 
There would be a very considerable row, 
and that row would be increased if it 
was further provided that tithe rent- 
charge should be treated, practically 
speaking, pari passu with rent, and that 
no tithe rent-churge should be payable 
unless the rent was paid out of the lard. 
Under this sub-section was introduced the 
principle of a possible illimitable varia- 
tion of tithe in direct proportion to the 
variation of rent, and such a principle 
was, in the first place, against the whole 
tradition of tithe rent-charge and tithe 
settlement in Ireland, and in the second 
place grotesquely unjust in its working. 
The landlords claimed that they would be 
better off if they had a variation according 
to prices—— 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The Committee have decided that ques- 
tion ; we cannot go back on that. 


Mr. DILLON explained that he was 
endeavouring to reply to an argument 
the right hon. Gentleman had used in the 
course of the debate. He would, how- 
ever, reserve his remarks upon that point, 
and content himself now with expressing 
his strong opposition to this sub-section. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) be- 


lieved the Committee were discussing 
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one of the most complicated measures 
ever introduced into Parliament, and 
Members had much reason to complain 
that more accurate data and figures were 
not presented to them in order that they 
might be able more fully to grasp the 
effects of the measure. At present the 
Bill had to be discussed upon mere con- 
jecture, and that was not at all a satis- 
factory state of things. With regard to 
the particular Amendmentunderdiscussion, 
he objected altogether to the proposed 
standard of variation. Tithe was not a 
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charge on rent; it was one of the first | 
charges on land, and it ought to be re- 


garded as such. 
man, replying to certain remarks from 
the Irish benches, had said that the argu- 
ments came to nothing, because this was 
not aquestion between landlord and tenant. 


The right hon. Gentle- | 


Strictly speaking, that might be so, but at | 


the same time it was a question with 
regard to a fund, essentially an Irish 
fund, created for Irish purposes—a fund 


which has already been raided more than | 


once by the landlords, but which ought 
to be administered for the benetit of 
Ireland as a whole. The tenants were, 
therefore, directly concerned. Time after 
time it had been stated that this fund 
could not bear any furcher charge—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN : Order, order! 
The hon. Member is not now addressing 
himself to the Amendment before the 
Committee. 


Mr. POWER said he was really not 


competent to speak upon this complicated | 


measure, and he would simply say that the 
Committee had reason to complain that 
more information had not been supplied. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
thought it was very unfortunate that the 
carrying out of this measure should be 
left in the hands of the Land Commission. 
It really meant that the decision of the 
question would be left in the hands of an 
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interested authority. The Land Com- 
mission would have the power to raise or 
reduce rents, and rents were to be the 
basis for the payment of tithe. Theve 
was a fearful danger that the rents 
of the tenantry of Ireland would 
be raised simply to enable the trustees of 
the Irish Church Fund to keep that fund 
intact. The Land Commission were the 
trustees of the fund, and it was their 
business to keep the fund intact ; there- 
fore when this question came up for 
decision would they not be naturally 
inclined to be the guardians of the fund 
rather than to reduce the rents, by which 
the revenue of the fund would be also. 
reduced ? This proposal struck a blow at 
judicial integrity, and was fraught with 
the greatest danger. The Bill simply 
carried out under another name the 
recommendations of the Fry Commission. 
The right hon. Gentleman might pursue a 
policy of silence ; it was all very well to 
draft a Bill which was a riddle and a 
puzzle; but the frish Members were 
determined to drag the proposals into the 
light of day and to let it be seen what 
they really meant. This was a landlords’ 
Bill from beginning to end—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member is now discussing the 
whole effect of the Bill. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN said he was try- 
ing to discuss the sub-section. It was 
most unfortunate that the right hon. 
Gentleman should leave to a tribunal the 
decision of a case in which that tribunal 
was interested. The Land Commission 
ought not to be hampered with any such 
duties, and, if for no other reason than 
the one he had put forward, the Com- 
mittee ought to reject this sub-section. 


Question put 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 142; 
Noes, 75. (Division List No. 178.) 


AYES. 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Barry, Rt. Hon. A. H.S -(Hunts 
Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Mr. Power. 





Boulnois, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles,T. Gibson( King’sLynn) 
Bullard, Sir Henry 

Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn J (Birm.) 
Chamberilain,J Austen (Wore’r | 


Charrington, Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cooke,C. W. Radclitte( Heref’d) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton. 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir Hor. D. (Chatham 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Godson, Sir Augustus F, 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wedn’sb’ry 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Houston, R. P. 

Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.Sir J. H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | 
Allan. William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bayley, Tho.was (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gladstone, Kt. Hon. Herbert J. | 
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Lafone, Alfred 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long, Rt HnWalter(Liverpool) | 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
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Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir Matt. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn.Col. Edw. J 
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| Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 


Sidebottom, William Derbysh. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas. 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 


| Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
| Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth), 


M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rgh,W | 


M‘Killop, James 

Maleolm, [an 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,JohnThr gmorton 
Milward,Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn W m. Kobert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R.( Lanes. Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Purvis, Robert 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


NOES. 


Harwood, George 

Hayn2,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jameson, Major J Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Labouchere, Henry 
Macaleese, Daniel 





MacDonnell,DrMA.(Queen’sC | 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 


Ste wart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. M. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.(Kent) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset). 
Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm, 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R( Bath). 
Wollf, Gustav Wilhelm f 
Wortley, Rt. Hon C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong: 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr Anstruther. 


O'Malley, William 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Briggs 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sinclair, Capt. Jno(Forfarshire 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfr’d( Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


| Weir, James Galloway 


Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Murnaghan, George 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| O'Dowd, John 


O'Kelly, James 
Oldroyd, Mark 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts 
Wilson, Frederick W.(Norfolk 


Wilson,Jos. H.(Middlesbrough 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
Mr. Flynn. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) | tion with the certificates in regard to rates 
desired to move the Amendment standing issued by the Local Government Board. 
in the name of the hon. Member for In many instances those certificates were 


North Louth. 


In Ireland they had had absolutely incorrect, and would have in- 
some experience in this matter in connec- | flicted great injustice in a number of cases 








a 
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if the power of varying them had not been 
conferred by the Local Government Act. 
If the Local Government Board 
liable to make such errors the Land Com- 
mission was still more liable. The record 
of the Land Commission proved that it 
was a body—-whether because it had too 
much to do, or had not enough men to do 
it, or from any other cause, he did not 
know—which could not be relied upon in 
every instance to issue absolutely accurate 
certificates. ‘The Amendment simply en- 
abled them if they discovered a mistake 
.to rectify the error, and he could not see 
how the Government could object to the 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed — 

‘In page 2, line 24, at the end, to add the 
words, ‘(7) The Land Commission may at any 
time amend or vary any certificate made under 
this section, and the certificate when so 
amended or varied shall have effect 2cerd- 
tingly.’ °—(Mr. Clancy.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
‘be there added.” 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said that this 
Amendment was put down by the hon. 
Member for North Louth in connection 
with an Amendment to an earlier section. 
That Amendment had been rejected by 
the Committee, and therefore the present 
proposal was not required. Moreover, 
under the proposal of the Government 
it was perfectly competent for the Land 
Commission to correct any clerical errors 
that might be made. 


Mr. CLANCY did not think the 
Amendment as originally put down was 
intended to depend upon the adoption of 
a former Amendment. At any rate, it 
applied equally to the section as it now 
stood, and he should press it, if necessary, 
to a division. The Land Commission had 
committed blunders in the past, and he 
was not willing to trust them in the 
future. As regarded their power to alter 
certificates without statutory enactment, 
‘he would like to ask the Attorney General 
whether under the Local Government Act 
power was not expressly given to the 
Local Government Board to make varia- 
‘tions. 


Mr. DILLON: We are told that the 
~whole basis of this Bill is a mistake by 
Mr. Gladstone, which the House of 
‘Commons did not discover for nearly 


Mr. Clancy. 


{COMMONS} 


Was | 
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thirty years. Is it unnatural to imagine 
_ that even such a body as the Land Com- 
mission might make mistakes when they 
are drafting these extraordinary docu- 
ments? I was once fairly good at arith- 
metic, although I have forgotten it now, 
but if I set about carrying out the in- 
structions in this clause | should not 
know how to begin, although I daresay | 
would be able to hold my own in arith- 
metic with some of the Land Commis- 
sioners. It is not only a question of 
arithmetic, but also of the interpretation 
of words. Here is what the Land 
Commissioners are called upon to do, 
They— 
‘shall ascertain from the appendices to their 
teports, as presented to Parliament in pur- 
suance of Section 55 of the Land Law (Lreland) 
Act, 1881, by what amount in each county 
during the period commencing with and 
including the year covered by the Annual! 
Report dated the 20th day of September, 1886, 
and ending with that presented last before the 
passing of this Act, the rents of holdings in 
respect of which judicial rents have been fixed 
for a first statutory term, whether by order or 
by agreement, have, for the entire of such 
period, been varied by the fixing of such 
judicial rents, and shall certify the average 
percentage which such variation represerits.’ 
I have read this over about ten times, and 
if | had tne Reports before me [ should 
find great difficulty in knowing how to 
commence, and [ doubt whether many 
hon. Members would be absolutely clear 
as to how they should set about it. What 
is an “‘average percentage ”? Is the per- 
centage of variation in each individual 
case to be taken, and the average then 
struck, or is the total of the old rents 
to be deducted from the total of the 
judicial rents? The matter is of such 
importance that the words should be per- 
fectly clear. I should like to hear some 
skilful gentleman like the hon. Member 
from North Antrim explain how he would 
set about working it out. Would he take 
the percentage of each reduction and then 
strike an average, or deduct the total of 
the old rents from the total of the new, 
and find out the percentage of reduction 
in that way? I cannot see why this 
Amendment should be objected to. It is 
absolutely harmless, and would be very 
useful. Then it is stated— 

“A copy of every certificate of the Land 
Commission under this section shall be pub- 
lished in the Dublin Gazette.” 

Supposing you do not put in this Amend- 
ment, the original printed document will 
be the evidence, and if any other docu- 
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ment is put in the whole calculation will | different from the cases connected with 
be upset. I do not believe that another | the present Bill. 
document could be printed without this | 
Amendment, and speaking under correc- | Mr. DILLON : Although the Attorney 
tion, I believe also that if the Com-| General has an exalted opinion of the 
missioners make a mistake they will not | Land Commissioners, still they are not 
be able to rectify it. infallible in these matters. I may be 
excessively stupid, but after all that has 
Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror!) been said I still maintain and believe 
IRELAND (Mr. ArTkINSON, London- | that there is great uncertainty in the 
derry, N.): The Commissioners will take | wording of the clause. What the Attorney 
the judicial rents over an entire county, | General has described as the average per- 
and compare them with the previous} centage of reduction is not the true 
rents, and then arrive at the average re-| average at all. The proper way to 
duction. If £100 rent is reduced to £80 | arrive at the average would be to take 
all over the county, then of course the re-| the percentage of reduction in each case 
duction will be 20 per cent. The hon. | and then strike the average between these 
Member who moved this Amendment | percentages. That would work out very 
asked if there would be any difficulty in | differently from the mode suggested by 
amending an order, provided it was found | the Attorney General. Suppose, for 
that a mistake had been made. When| instance, the Land Commission had to 
power is given to a Court to make an | deal with one rent of £1,000 and three 
order, you not only give power to the} rents of £10 each; suppose the latter 
Court to pronounce the right order upon| were reduced 50 per cent., and the 
the facts before it at the time, but also | £1,000 rent was only reduced by 5 per 
power to make a different order if it turns | cent., you can easily see that the two 
out that the facts were different. If, for | methods—the method advocated by the 
instance, the Court finds that the total is| Attorney General and the method [ sug- 
wrong, or something of that kind, it will | gest—would produce utterly different 
be quite competent for the Court to| results. There might be a difference of 
change a certificate based onthat total so as | even 10 per cent. or 15 per cent. It is by 
to bring it into conformity with the facts.| no means a matter of totals, as the 
‘Suppose the reduction all over a county | Attorney General has indicated, and 
turned out to be 25 per cent., and sup-| where it was a question of 300 or 400 
posing by a clerical error it was put down | rents it would be a very complex matter 
at 20 per cent., the Court would have | indeed. 
power to amend their original order ac- | 
cordingly. That is all that is required) Mr. CLANCY: The Amendment can- 
and all that is desired. Itis not intended | not possibly do any harm, and I should 
that the Court should again enter on an | like to know why it is not accepted. 
investigation beyond verifying the me: 
figures. It is merely a matter of arithme-| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It is not 
‘tic, and power is given by this clause to | correct, as the hon. Member said, that we 
amend orders in such cases. | are adopting a wrong principle in arriving 
at the average percentage of reduction. 
Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) | The Amendment had been put down by 
said he quite agreed with the Attorney | the hon. Member for North Louth in con- 
General that if the Land Commission | nection with the Amendments which have 
were directed to make an order they | been rejected by the Committee, and it is 
would also have the power of revision. _| therefore not now required. In the actual 
| circumstance of the case, having regard 
Mr. CLANCY said that in the Local|to the nature of the calculations to be 
Government Act the Local Government | made, it is absolutely unnecessary. 
Board were expressly given power to | 
correct certificates if they issued them. | Mr. FLYNN: I cannot understand 
| what objection there can be to accepting 
Mr. ATKINSON : That was in cases | this Amendment. The Attorney General 
of very elaborate calculations, where | says that the Land Commission will 
hundreds of things had to be taken into | arrive at the average reduction by taking 


‘aecount. They were cases altogether |the sum total of the judicial rents and 
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comparing them with the sum total of 
the old rents, and then striking an average 
percentage. But these percentages have 
never yet been used in an Act of Parlia- 
ment. They have been merely used for 
statistical purposes, and that, of course, 
makes all the difference. If a mistake is 
made there is practically no power 
of appeal, because what is everybody’s 


{COMMONS} 





business is nobody’s business. A mistake 
may occur, and may not be discovered for 
two or three years, and then the respon- | 
sibility is thrown on an individual of | 
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certificate made under this section, and, 
that the certificate when so amended or: 
varied shall have effect accordingly. If 
this Amendment is not aczepted,.once the: 
copy of the certificate appears in the 
Dublin Gazette 1 contend that it is binding 
for the full period of fifteen years, and 
even the Land Commissioners themselves 
will have no power to revise it. I cannot 
see why the Government should not 
accept the Amendment. 


Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.) said that 


going into the Courts to show that a|the words of the clause were very mis- 


mistake has been committed. 


Moreover, | leading, and therefore he hoped that the: 


it would then be too late, because the pro- | Government would accept the Amend- 
duction of a copy of the Dublin Gazette | ment. 


containing the certificate would be 
regarded as proof of its accuracy, and it 
would be too late for revision. The 
Amendment says that the Land Commis- 


sion may at any time amend or vary any | Noes, 122. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 67 ;; 
(Division List No. 179.) 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas (Slige, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J (Manch’r 
BalfourRtHnGeraldW.(Leeds 


Barry, RtHnA.H.Smith-(Hunt | 


Beckett, Ernest William 
3ethell, Commander 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


AYES. 


| Harwood, George 
| Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 


Hogan, James Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 


| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 


| Macaleese, Daniel 


MacDonnell, Dr. M.(Queen’sC. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim 


| Molloy, Bernard Charles 
| Morton, E. D. C. (Devonport) 
| Murnaghan, George 


| 


O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W 
O'Dowd, John 


| O'Kelly, James 
| Oldroyd, Mark 


O’Malley, William 


NOES. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 


| Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 





Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


| Cooke,C. W. Radeliffe( Heref’d) 


Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 


| Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
| Curzon, Viscount 
| Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Faber, George Denison 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(D’rbyshire | Fardell, Sir T. George 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 


Mr. Flynn. 








Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees); 
Saunderzon, Rt. Hon.Col.E.J. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.), 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams,John Carvell( Notts) 
Wilson, Frederick W: (Norfolk 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East); 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Clancy and Mr. Pat- 
rick O’Brien: 


Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne! 
Fisher, William. Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Gartit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, fon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon: 
Goschen Rt HonGJ(StGeorge 8 
Goulding, Edward: Alfred 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesb'ry 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George: 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo-. 
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Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Houston, R. P. ; 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, WW. 
M‘Killop, James 


Malcolm, [an 


Middlemore, J 


Morton, A. H. 
Muntz, Philip 


Nicol, Donald 


Percy, Earl 


Platt-Higgins, 
Plunkett,Rt.H 
Purvis, Robert 





Russell, T. W. 
Sidebotham, J. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Dr. TANNER, 
Cork Co., Mid). House counted, and 
forty Members being found present, 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: In moving the 
rejection of this clause I do so on 
the ground that no sufficient reason 
has been given, and no arguments of a 
character sufficiently convincing to busi- 
ness men have been brought before the 
Committee, to upset the settlement arrived 
at in 1872. The clause asks the Com- 
mittee to break away from the arrange- 
ment of 1872, when there was fixed a 
tithe rent-charge, the variable method of 
which the tithe payers of the country 
freely and willingly entered into. There 





was no protest on their part, they freely 
assented to it, and there is no justification 
for their coming to this House now and 
aking us to change that arrangement, for 
no hetter reason than that the change may 
bring gain to themselves. In 1872 the 
tithe-paying class—the landlord class— 
entered into an arrangement with the 
‘tate for the compounding of the tithes, 
and at that time a very good offer was 
made by the Government, which 
was freely accepted. Now because of 
the fall in the prices of produce 
these people came to this House 
ind asks it to undo an arrangement which 
has lasted for twenty years. If the 
bovernment had accepted the Amend- 
ment proposed by the hon. Member for 
Dublin it might have gone a little way to 
modify the vicious character of this 
tlause. The hon. Member proposed that 
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A. (Deptford) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


(Tyrone) 
W. (Cheshire) 
(Derbyshire) 


since 1886 the arrangement should be: 
to go back fifteen years previously ; and 
it seems to be a reasonable proposal, 
because that would take the time back to. 
the date when this contract was entered 
into with the State, but the Government 
did not see its way to accept that sug- 
gestion. I take a different view of this. 
matter to some of those around me. 
I look on this as a very dangerous pro- 
posal, and I think it will act disastrously 
so far as the tenant farmers of Ireland. 
are concerned. I think if the Govern- 
ment had accepted the proposal to fix 
the tithe rent-charge on the judicial rent 
it would have been much more satisfac- 
tory, because it would have removed from 
the landlord the temptation to raise the 





j rent, which would have been very impor- 


tant. The right hon. Member for North 
Londonderry smiles, but I think when the 
Land Commission comes to look into the 
matter he will be somewhat surprised. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Does the hon. 
Gentleman know that the Land Commis-- 
sion has no interest whatever in the tithe 
rent-charge ? 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: They are the: 
trustees of the Irish Church Fund, and it 
is to their interest not to have the fund 
attacked. I maintain that this Bill has 
been drafted in such a way as to make 
it a perfect enigma to the lay mind. 
The right hon. Gentleman has given 
himself up to the study of how to draft it 
so as to mystify us. No ordinary man 
can understand the meaning of these. 
clauses, because they are drawn with a. 


2C 2 
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special view to his mystification.. I main- 
tain that if the Government had taken the 
price of produce as the standard it would 
have been a far safer arrangement for the 
tenant farmer. The effect of this Bill 
will be to raise the rent. That is the 
whole motive underlying the clause, and 
it is only right and proper that the people 
of Derry should know what their repre- 
sentative is doing. And I shall be very 


much mistaken if Serjeant Donelan has , 


not something to say about this matter in 
twelve months time. I say the principle 
underlying the Bill is to increase the 
rental of the Irish farmer, and viewing 
the matter in that light I haveendeavoured 
here to keep back this measure as far as it 
has been possible for me to do, of course 
in a constitutional and proper manner. I 
think it is my bounden duty to do so. I 
think I see in this Bill the elements of 
danger to the tenant farmers in Ireland, 
and because I believe I see that, I shall 
strongly oppose the proposals of this 
clause. If the Amendment moved by 
the hon. Member for Dublin on behalf of 
the hon. Member for North Louth had 
been accepted, it would have modified 
the clause to some extent ; it would not 
have made it perfect, because it would be 
impossible to make it a good clause by 
any change whatsoever, but to an extent 
it would have modified its vicious charac- 
ter. Another proposal which I think was 
deserving of more consideration from the 
Committee than it received was that of 
the Member for East Mayo. The pro- 
posal as it read looked like a puzzle, but 
the meaning of the Amendment in plain 
Saxon language was that, in coming to a 
calculation as to the reduction of rents, 
the reduction given in consequence of the 


improvements of the tenants should not 
‘connection with Ireland, and the period 


be taken into consideration, and I will 
tell the Committee why—— 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
do not think the hon. Member is in order 
in going through the Amendments which 
have been rejected by the Committee. 


{COMMONS} 
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£60, and it has been reduced by 
£30 on account of improvements and 


| £10 in consequence of the fall in prices 


of agricultural produce, in arriving at the 
calculation of the amount of tithe rent- 
charge the £30 reduction on account of 
improvements should not be considered, 
That is what I wish the Committee to 
understand. The House is at present 
empty, and it does not matter much what 
I say, but I should like the country to 
‘ understand that what this clause proposes 
to do—instead of basing the calculation 
for the payment of tithes on the land- 
lord’s interest in the land—is to base the 
calculation upon both the landlord’s and 
tenant’s interest in it, thereby putting a 
| premium on rack-renting, and giving to 
the men who rack-rented the people in 
the past an advantage over the men who 
charged a fair and reasonable rent. The 
proposal is one which has no justice in it. 
On the clause as a whole I believe that 
the right hon. Gentleman might alter it 
in such a way as to remedy what I con- 
sider is a very serious defect, and that is 
that the tithe-payer benefits by the 
exorbitant rents of days gone by. That 
proposal cannot be defended. It is a 
financial fraud, which the Committee 
should not sanction. I suppose it is too 
late now to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to reconsider the position. He has made 
up his mind that when he brings to the 
Commitiee, or the House, a proposal, we 
must take that proposal as itis. We must 
take all or none, because the right hon. 
Gentleman believes that he is so excellent 
a legislator that he can do no wrong. He 
is not responsible to the people against 
whom that wrong is committed ; at present 


| he is Chief Secretary for Ireland, but in 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: This is part of | 


the clause that I am dealing with, and 


when I introduced this subject I said I, 


wanted to show why the clause should be 
rejected. 
principle is wrong, and that it is unjust 
to reduce the tithe rent-charge upon a 
reduction of rental; that it should be 
based on the tenant’s interest in his 
farm. That is to say, where the 
rent has been reduced from £100 to 
Mr. Murnaghan. 


I want to show where the| 


two years from now he may have no 


daring which he held the office of Chief 
Secretary will only appear to him in the 
light of a nightmare or a disagreeable 
dream. I believe this clause will injure 
my constituents, and, earnestly believing 
| that, I ask the Committee to reject it. 


Mr. FLYNN said he quite agreed with 
the hon. Member for Tyrone, Mid. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
had declined to alter the clause by a 
single syllable, and, against the wishes of 
the representatives of the majority of 

'the Irish people, had forced upon the 
Committee a Bill they did not desire. 
With regard to the clause itself the 
‘opinion of Ireland was well known. The 
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Bill was a bad and unjust one, and this 
particular clause was one of the worst 
features of it. Irish Members during the 
course of the discussion had endeavoured 
to persuade the right hon. Gentleman that 
if there was to be a change in the tithe 
rent-charge, that change should be based 
on prices and not upon rents. The right 
hon. Gentleman has said it would be very 
difficult to alter the present basis. But he 
recalled the attention of the Committee 
to the fact that the rents themselves had 
been altered in consequence of the fall in 
prices of agricultural produce. In 1887, 
when it became necessary to reduce rents, 
judicial rents were based on_ prices. 
Why then should it be impossible 
to adopt the same system in the varia- 
tion of the tithe rent-charge? His own 
opinion was that the Government, either 
at the inspiration or the instigation of 
the landlords, had refused to take prices 
as a basis for the simple reason that 
judicial rents were greater, and therefore 
they selected that basis which would 
bring the greatest benefit. On compar- 
ing county with county and poor law 
union with poor law union it would be 
found that wherever rack-renting had 
been most prevalent the largest share of 
this reduction would go to the landlords, 
and that where the landlords had reduced 
their rents, in some cases to the extent of 
50 per cent., voluntarily, they got the 
smallest share of the reduction. 
Members had endeavoured to impress on 
the right hon. Gentleman that the 
differentiation of the reductions ought to 
be taken into consideration, that the 
reductions of rent due to the fall of 
prices should be charged, but not reduce- 
tions which were due to improvements 
made by the tenants; but no change, 
alteration, or reform was made in the 
clause. All suggestions from the Irish 
representatives were refused. Why 
should 1886 be selected as the basis ? 
Were not reductions made in earlier 
years? In 1883 and 1884 the reduction 
of judicial rents was much smaller than 
It Was subsequently. It was not recog- 
nsed at that time that the depression in 
agriculture was likely to be permanent, 


but when that conviction became 
impressed upon the Land Commis- 
sion it was found necessary to 
make very much larger reductions. | 


From 1886 onwards the reductions were 
larger all over Ireland. That meant that 
the Government, in selecting 1886 instead 
of an earlier year, gave the largest possible 
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measure of reduction in the tithe rent- 
charges. That was obvious to ‘the 
plainest and meanest intelligence. Why 
should the Land Commissioners have this 
work thrown upon them? Was their 
work not sutficiently heavy ? He did not. 
wish to defend the Land Commissioners, 
or to be too careful regarding the work 
thrown upon them. ‘They were pretty 
well ‘paid, and they had a pretty large 
staff. The Committee should not over- 
look the consideration that the Land 
Commissioners were the trustees of the 
Church Fund. He did not suppose, of 
course, that in fixing judicial rents and in 
working up statistics they would do any- 
thing willingly of an improper character ; 
but, on the other hand, it must be obvious 


to the Committee that they were 
placing this body in a_ very 
anomalous position. They were the 


trustees of the Church Fund, and neces- 
sarily their interest was that the Fund 
should be kept intact, or that the drain 
upon it should be as small as possible. If 
the reduction of judicial rents was fixed 
at a high figure then the Fund would be 
drawn upon to a larger extent. If the 
judicial rents were raised, then, of course, 
the tithe was raised, and there was no 
reduction of the Church Fund. He 
thought the Land Commission was the 
worst body that could possibly be en- 
trusted with the duty of compiling the 
statistics. Bad as the Bill was, Clause 2 
was one of the worst features of it. It 
contained almost every vicious principle a 
clause could contain. First of all the 
tenant’simprovements were not recognised 
in the judicial rent, and on the tenant's 
improvements it was proposed to give the 
tithe-rent payers a reduction. If they did 


| give these tithe-rent payers this reduc- 


tion—hecouldnever see where the demand 
came from—at any rate, the principle 
should be applied in the most equitable 
manner. Why should they include the 
tenant’s improvements in giving the re- 
duction? It appeared to him that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 


‘thought it a portion of his duty to come 


to the House and throw a complicated 
Irish Bill on the Table, and say to the 
Irish Members, “ There is no use talking 
or telling us what the public opinion of 
Ireland is. There it is; you must accept 
it, no matter how much the Irish people 
may protest.” It must be passed over 
their heads by means of his mechanical 
majority and by having recourse to those 
gagging measures which were so fre- 
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quently denounced by the Tory party 
ten or twelve years ago. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) regretted | 
that the Chief Secretary had not seen his | 


way to accept some of the Amendments 
which had been moved. He _ believed 
that, instead of being an injury, they 
would have been a great benefit to the 
Bill. The landlords thought they were 
making an excellent bargain by accepting 
the arrangement introduced by Mr. 
Gladstone at the time of the passing of 
the Church Act, but it appeared that 
prices had fallen since then, and of course 
the right hon. Gentleman had brought in 
this Bill to give them relief. When the 
tenant farmers of Ireland wanted assist- 
ance, the right hon. Gentleman replied 
that it required legislation, but he was 
not very slow to bring in legislation tu 


enable the Irish landlords to scoop in a/| 
That was not to | 


million of Irish money. 
be wondered at considering that they had 
a landlord in the War Office, a landlord 
as manager of the General Post Office, 
while the representative of the very 





largest landlord in Ireland—namely, 
Trinity College —held the office of 
Solicitor General for England. He did 


not wonder at all that this Bill had been 
introduced, and that this clause, which 
was going to work such a great in- 
justice against the people of Ireland, was 
insisted on. The Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land seemed to think that the Land Com- 
mission could not make a mistake. A 
most remirkable thing had come to his 
knowledge. The chief of the Irish Land 


Commission, Mr. Justice Bewley, had | 


stated that the rents fixed for the first 
term were altogether too hign. Those 
rents affected 200,000 tenants, and the 


Commission, in attempting to remedy the | 


injustice done to them, fixed the amounts 
too high. 


the future ? 
no confidence whatever in the Irish 
Land Commission, and particularly when 
he looked at the Commission 
this standpoint. There had been a Tory 


Government in office now for five years ; | 
another Tory Government would appoint | 
no one else but supporters of, and sym- | 
If that | 


pathisers with, the landlords. 
was so, how could the tenants expect to 


get justice from a tribunal largely com- | 
The Land Commis- | 
sion would be manned by supporters of 


posed of landlords ? 


Mr. Flynn. 


{COMMONS} 


Was it not possible that the | 
Commission might also make mistakes in | 
He, for one, could have | 


from | 
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| the landlords, and it was only natural to 
| expect that the Irish Church Fund would 
| not be able to supply all the demand that 
would be made upon it with regard to 
tithes in future. ‘This Bill was based on 
the assumption that if there was even a 
greater reduction in prices in the next 
| fifteen years a larger slice would be given 
to the landlords. He could not for the 
life of him see that the Land Commis. 
sion was a proper tribunal to be en- 
trusted with this work in _ future. 
He thought the right hon. Gen- 
tleman would be well advised if he 
dropped this clause altogether. Looking 
to the admitted fact that the Land Com- 
mission had made mistakes, it would be a 
very wrong thing for the House to leave 
such a measure as this in the hands of 
that Commission in future. 


Mr. DOOGAN supported the hon. 
Member for South Monaghan in asking 
that the clause be dropped. If the 
clause were based on a standard that 
would allow a proportionate share of the 
spoil to be carried off, by each landlord, 
it would not be such a bad _ principle. 
There was no connection at all between 
tithe rent-charge and the reduction of 
rents in Ireland. Suppose that it was pro- 
posed to deal with tithe rents in England 
on the basis of the reductions of rent which 
had taken place from economic causes, 
the matter would receive very scant dis- 
cussion in that House. He had just been 
speaking to an English landlord, who 
told him that he had reduced his rents 
25 per cent. If all the tithe-rent 
payers had their charges brought down 
to a quarter, he did not know how sucha 
revolutionary proposal would be received 
in that House. The proposal in the Bill 
amounted to a premium upon rack-rent- 
ing. The more the landlords rack-rented 
their tenants, and the higher they had 
raised their rents in the past, the greater 
the amount they would get under this 
clause from the Irish Church Fund. That 
fund was applied by statute to the relief 
of distress, and for educational and other 
purposes in Ireland. It had not at any 
time been drawn upon in order to 
subsidise a class as it was now. That 
drain would at least amount to one 
million, and very possibly it would much 
exceed that sum. The money would 
do a great deal of good if applied in 
grants to lunatic asylums, and for other 
purposes that the ratepayers were crying 
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out about. He was surprised to = tog did injustice to their tenants, and 
from the statistics quoted by the hon. | who actually carried off such large spoils 
Member for the Scotland Division that | before, were now to be allowed an addi- 
in Ulster the reductions in rents during | tional sumas the result of the cruel wrongs 
the first and second statutory terms which they did to their tenants in the 
amounted to something like 60 per cent. past—wrongs which necessitated the com- 


The hon. Member showed how much the 
other provinces had fallen below that im- 
mense reduction. The hon. Member for 


pulsory reductions on which they now 
base their claim for redress. The Ulster 


landlords would derive more benefit than 


North Fermanagh tried to explain those | good landlords, who charged their tenants 


large reductions by stating that Ulster 
was the most agricultural province in Ire- 
land, and that the grass lands were much 
less reduced tillage farms. 
Member for East Mayo, however, had 
stated that when the tithe was paid on the 
basis of corn—the prices of wheat and 
other grain, which formed the proper 
basis—a smaller proportion was obtained 
in Ulster per acre than in any of the 
other provinces. Therefore the explana- 
tion about its being more agricultural 
than the other provinces could not 
stand. He thought he could explain 
the reason, and enough importance 


had not been attached to it during the | 


debate. The Land Acts legalised the 
Ulster custom, which gave to tenant far- 
mers in that province the right to their own 
improvements. This entitled the tenants 
to go into court and claim reductions in 
respect of buildings, fences, drainage 
works, and everything else done upon the 


| moderate live-and-thrive rents. 
{ 


ine Chief Secretary wanted to give his 


When 


friends and supporters a dole, he should 


The hon. | have cast around for a standard by which 


| some fairness in the distribution of the 
| spoil would be got. This money did 
/not come out of the Imperial Treasury, 
| but out of an Irish Fund. Therefore, it 
should be used to further develop 
technical education and other beneficent 
| purposes in Ireland. He had great plea- 
sure in supporting his colleague on that 
side of the House who had advocated the 
rejection of this clause. 


Mr. POWER said that if there were 
to be variations they ought to be those 
| suggested by the Amendment rather 
‘than those which the Bill proposed to 
/set up. He was sorry to say that none 
|of the suggestions put forward by his 
' hon. friend the Member for North Dublin 
‘and the hon. Member for North Louth 


farm, either by themselves or their prede- | had been accepted, and the clause now 
cessors, and also in respect of the state of | stood before them in all its nakedness 
cultivation. The land system in Ulster | aud with all the objections with which 
was different and peculiar as compared | it was originally printed. He objected 





with that in the other provinces. The 
landlords of Ulster were bound by their 
charters and titles to let the land at 
low prices to the tenants. The landlords 
increased the low rents to an enormous 
figure, and when the Ulster system was 
recognised by law the tenants got the 
benetit of all their improvements. In the 
other provinces the Ulster custom did not 
prevail, and all the improvements had to 
be specified on the back of the claim. If 
the lawyer acting for a tenant overlooked 
any items of the case, the tenant lost his 
claim for such improvements as were 
omitted. Besides, under the Land Acts 
the claim for tenants other than Ulster 
could not extend back beyond a certain 
number of years. Hence a larger reduc- 
tion would be made to the landlords of 
Ulster because of their confiscation of the 
improvements which the hard-working 
tenants had made on the land. ‘This Bill 
thus sets a premium on wrong-doing. The 
worst rack-renting and evicting landlords 


| clause. 


'to this clause because he thought that, 


even from a Conservative point of view, 
it contained a very dangerous principle, 
which violated in the most glaring 
manner some of the essential rights 
of property. It was extremely 
unjust to Ireland that this Church 
Fund should be attacked, and he could 
see no justification whatever for this 
He thought the hon. Member for 
the Scotland Division of Liverpool had 
proved beyond yea or nay that this pro- 
posal would work most unjustly, and that 
the landlords who had been considerate 
towards their tenants would derive little 
or no benefit from it, while in those dis- 


_tricts where rack-renting had been the 


order of the day, the landlords would 
largely benefit. For that reason he did 


| not think the clause should receive the ap- 
|proval of the House. 
‘there was not very much hope of them 


He knew that 


being able to beat the Government, but 
they had the satisfaction of knowing that 
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the vast majority of Irish opinion and { 
Irish Members were opposed to this prin- 
ciple. Perhaps because the vast majority | 
of the Irish representatives were opposed 
to it was the very reason why this House 
would approve of it. The very fact that 
the majority of the Irish Members were | 
in favour of any proposition was enough to 
secure a majority against it in this House. 

Mr. DILLON said that this was 
one of the most important clauses in 
the Bill, for it proposed to  intro- 
duce a totally new principle entirely 
unknown to the Statute-book of this 
country, and that was that the tithe 
rent-charge should be varied in propor- 
tion to ‘he rent obtained from an occupier. 
It was preposterous for the Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland to reply that there was a 
principle of variability involved. Sup- 
posing they admitted, for the sake of | 
argument, that there was a_ principle 
of variability in tithes originally. That 
variability never was founded upon the 
variability of rent, and that was what 
made him so angry when the Government 
sought to rush this measure through the 
House in the darkas it were. They were 
introducing a proposal which was abso- 
lutely unheard of before in their history. 
The system of variability introduced was 
never heard of in the whole civi- 
lised world until the present time. He 
had a few facts which he wished to lay 
before the House in reference to the new 
standard which had been set up. Before 
the Acts of 1820 and 1830 the 
tithe was one-tenth of the produce 
of the land, or it should have 
been. The whole subject was enormously 
complicated, but in the year 1820, under 
the Goulborne Acts, a small modicum of 
the tithe was put back upon the grazing 
land. At that time tithe had no relation 
whatever to rent. When the great settle- 
ment had been carried through under the 
Goulborne Acts, and when the composi- 
twwn was being carried out throughout 
Ireland before 1838, they would find upon 
examining the question more closely that 
the evidence given before the Tithe 
Commission of 1831 showed that tithe 
had no relation to rent. Even in the 
old days tithes had no relation to 
rent and never had, and to make tithes 
variable according to the rent was 
a most extraordinary principle, without 
any precedent whatever. The Govern- 
ment had made up their mind to break | 
up the settlement fof 1872, which was a | 

Mr. Power. 


{COMMONS} 


| remain an open question. 
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solemn statutory settlement, for some 
reasons of politicalexpediency. To breakup, 
that settlement and to vary the tithes they 
had to adopt a new principle, and 
they contended that the most convenient 
principle was the scale which they 
had set up. That scale might be con- 
venient, but it was singularly unjust 
and unreasonable. He would mention 
a simple case as an illustration of the 
futility and the unreasonableness of the 
scale proposed in this claus». A relative 
of his possessed some property which was. 
liable to tifhes. As well as he could re- 
collect, that property used to pay in tithes 
£12 or £12 10s. a year. It was divided 
into two equal portions—one was. im the 
hands of his relative, and the other was: 
let to another landlord under a head-rent 
of £25 a year. The whole of the pro- 
perty was liable to tithe. How would the 
clause work in this case? Half the pro- 
perty was let to a middleman. If the 
rents to the occupiers were reduced, under 
this plan of dealing with the tithes the 
rent of the middleman was raised, while 
the head-rent landlord would get his. 
tithes reduced, and he would get the 
whole benefit from the reduction of therent 
of the tenant. Simply because some other 
man’s rent was reduced, they would get 
the benefit by a reduction of the tithes. 
This was something like the custom 
adopted by the ancient French kings, 
who used to have some other unfortunate 
boy brought up and punished when their 
own sons did anything wrong. The Bill 
itself was very curiously drafted, and he 
desired to point out that when they had 
passed this clause they had not decided 
the question of the variability of any 
tithe rent-charge in Ireland. That would 
Furthermore, 
the measure attempted to deal with two 
subjects which were utterly foreign to 
each other. It also professed to get up a 
standard for the variation of ecclesiastical 
tithes, which had been invariable in Ire- 
land since 1872. He thought that was a 
great blot on the Bill. He only alluded 
to this point for the purpose of showing 
that when this clause was passed they had 
not decided anything as regarded the 
variability of the tithes, and that the 


‘whole question could be reopened on the 
| next clause. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 158 ; 
Noes, 82. (Division List No. 180.) 
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Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHn. A. HSmith- (H nts 
Beach, tt. HnSirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Blakiston- Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
sutcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshre 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich } 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cornw vallis, FiennesStanley W 
Cox, Irwin, Edw. Bainbridge 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dy ke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 
Gartit, William 





Gibbons, J. Lloyd 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broad hurst, Henry 

Burns, John 





Caldwell, « James 

Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 


Clancy, John Joseph 





| 
| 
| 
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AYES. 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredrk. 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir poe ante 
Goschen, Rt. HnG.J.(StG’rge’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, RtHon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Heath, James 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Rbt. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Houston, R. P 
Hozier, Hon J. H. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John Yorks. (N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Win. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon-Slr ney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence, Wm. F. 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn-(Swans. 


Loder,Gerald Walter Erskine | 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’]) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liver pool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M« ‘almont, ¢ sol. J. (Antrim, E. 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Killop, James 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Moore, William (. Antrim, N.) 
More, R. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monmouths. 
Morrell, Georve Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip 

Murray, Rt. be A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 


Newdigate, Francis Alexander | 


Nicholson, William Graham 


NOES. 
C ag John 
Daly, James 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evershed, Sydney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gladstone,Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 


| Hogan, James Francis 


Horniman, Frederick Jobn 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Peel, Hon. W. Robt. Wellesley 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R.(Lanes. Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt HnHoraceCurzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 
femnant, James Farquharson. 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
itchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sandon, Viscount 
Saunderson, Rt Hon.Col. E.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire). 
Sidebottom, William(Derbsh.) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith,James Parker( Lanarks) 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somers’t 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tagegart 
Stock, James Henry 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Thorburn, Sir Walter 


Thornton, Perey M. 


Tollemache, Henry James 


Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R.( Bath) 
Wollf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. ) 


AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Qn’sCo. 
pono Sager John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morton,Edw. J.C.(Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.)) 
O'Dowd, John 
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0’ Kellv, James 
Oldroyd, Mark 


O'Malley, William 
Philipps, John Wynford 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburg! 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee 


Clause 3 :— 
Mr. CLANCY said the object of the 


Amendment he rose to move, was to con- 
tinue the existing law which provided that 
an application must be made to a court of 
competent jurisdiction, and on the appli- 
cation of any person entitled he must 
prove certain things. If he is an owner 
of tithe rent-charge he must prove his 
title. If he is a payer of tithe rent- 
charge he must prove that he is a person 
charged within the meaning of certain 
Acts of Parliament. There was the 
question of giving notice. Notice must 
have been regarded at one time as being 
of very great importance. The notices 
had to be served at a certain period of 
the year, and oftentimes mistakes were 
made by not selecting the proper time 
for serving those notices. They had to 
be posted on parish churches, and the re- 
quirements as to the posting of notices 
was a very detailed affair. The notice 
had to be posted on the parish church, on 
the outer door, and not only that, but on 
the principal outer door of the parish 
church. Sometimes there was not an 
outer door, a principal outer door, 
or any outer door at all, and some- 
times there was not ever a church. 
In a few cases it was thought 
advisable to erect a door in order to 
escape the consequences of insufficient 
posting. That might be a reason for 
substituting this automatic process, but 
those who took that view were not think- 
ing of the tithe-payers. He wished to 
submit to the House the view of the 
tithe-owners. They consisted of two} 
classes whose interests were diametrically | 
Opposite, and it must be borne in mind | 
that the tithe-owners in one respect | 
occupied a position analogous to the land- | 
lords. It must be borne in mind that this | 
tithe rent-charge had, for a very long 
time, been treated as an article of com- 
merce. Tithes had been bought and sold 
for valuable consideration from time to | 
time. In some instances trustees had | 
invested money in them, and they were 
considered to be a very good security. 


Thomas, David 


{COMMONS} 


Robson, William Snowdon 

Runciman, Walter 

Sam uel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 

Pickard, Benjamin Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 

| Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 

| Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
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Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell(Notts, 
Wilson, Fredk. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Ducham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOogEs— 
Captain Donelan and Mr, 


A. (Merthyr) 
Patrick O’ Brien. 





Now the Government proposed to substi- 
tute for the present system of varying 
tithes an automatic process of variation, 
and that was doing a great injustice to 
everybody. who had bought tithe rent- 
charges in-the past. He ventured to say 
that those purchasers were paid no con- 


: sideration whatever in this Bill, and this 


proposal was grossly unjust to them. Itwas 
perfectly manifest that these tithe rent- 
charges were valuable or were not valu- 
able accordingly as they were supposed to 
be variable or not variable. People 
bought them on the supposition that it 
was very difficult to vary them, and they 
paid their money on that basis. And 
now the Government, which was supposed 
to be especially conservative in regard to 
the rights of property, passed by all these 
considerations. In the case of the tithes 
beught upon the supposition he had 
alluded to, the Government proposed to 
make.the variation according to the re- 
duction of the judicial rents. He hoped 
the supporters of the Government, the 
landed gentry of England and the up- 
holders of the rights of private property, 
in this country would reflect upon the 
reckless injury they were inflicting upon 
the people who had bought these tithes, 
for if they did he did not think they 
could reconcile their consciences to 


‘believe that they were acting up to 


their principles of doing justice to the 
owners of this property. This Bill was 
not only a revolutionary measure, but a 
measure of great injustice, and the land- 
lords who were calling for it might find 
themselves some time or other in the 
future in a-great difficulty. They might 
be faced with a similar proposal from 
some other Government, and they had 
better be very careful as to the way they 
were now satisfying themselves that they 
were able to give a reasonable defence for 
a proposal of this kind. He had heard no 
defence. whatever for this legislation. 

eing a lover of justice, he thought the 
tithes ought to be continued as they were 
at present, and he begged to move his 


Amendment. 





& wut ws 


os = FH — 


ov 


708 


er 
tts. 


id) 


ast) 


= 


Mr. 


\sti- 
ing 
ion, 
- to 
-nt- 
say 
‘on- 
this 
vas 
snt- 
ilu- 
| to 
ple 
t it 
hey 
ind 
sed 
| to 
lese 
hes 
had 
to 


ped 
the 
up- 
rty, 
the 
pon 
hes, 
hey 
to 
to 
the 
was 
It a 
wnd- 
find 
the 
ght 
rom 
had 
hey 
hey 
. for 
| no 
100. 
the 
vere 
his 


709 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 26, after the word ‘ Act,’ to | 
insert the words ‘on the application of any | 
person who, if this Act had not been passed, 
would have been entitled to obtain a variation | 
of any tithe rent-charge.’”—(Mr. Clancy.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said he could | 
hardly think that the Amendment was) 
seriously intended by the hon. Member, 
for he had actually suggested that the 
tithe-owner had got a vested interest in 
the tithes. He would remind the Com- 
mittee of one of the difficulties which the | 
hon. Member himself had raised. It was 
necessary, under the existing law, to post 
the notice at the parish church. In some 
parishes there was no church, and in such 
a parish no variation of tithes was | 
possible. And yet the hon. Member came 
forward and suggested that the tithe- 
owner had got a vested interest in the 
continuance of the tithe. If that was his 
opinion, all he had to say was that a great | 
deal of the legislation passed upon this 
subject was unnecessary. The hon. 
Member called himself a lover of justice, 
but according to his theory the Act of 
1881 and other Acts should not have been 
placed upon the statute book, because if | 
purchases were made upon the supposition | 
that certain disabilities had never been | 
removed, upon what principles of justice 
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could the Act of 1881 be defended? In 
England tithes were variable automati- 
cally, and they proposed to do the same 
thing under this Bill, and by doing so he 
thought they were initiating a great 


| reform. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
8.) said that the tithe-owners were not 
members of the landlord class. For many 
years investments in tithes had been 


| looked upon as one of the most valuable 
| securities. 


If the serious attack now pro- 
posed was made upon this property, surely 
those investors ought also to be com- 
pensated. The proposal before the Com- 
mittee was by no means a frivolous one, 
for it provided that those men should be 


| protected in every possible way. The 
/ owners of tithes had a primary charge on 


the land, and anyone acquainted with the 
law of real property knew they had a 
right to be paid out of profits, and any 


derogation of their right was a serious 


inroad on the rights of property. The 
effect of this clause would be to militate 
against that security. Therefore, he 
asked the Committee to insist upon this 
Amendment, or else that the Attorney 
General should give some reasons or show 
in some sort of way how the security 
could be maintained. 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 90 ; 
Noes, 170. (Division List No. 181.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | Flavin, Michael 
Ambrose, Robert 


| Flynn, James Christopher 


O’ Kelly, James 


Joseph 
Oldroyd, Mark 





Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvili, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Daly, James 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evershed, Sydney 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


| Gladstone. Rt. Hon. Herb. John 

| Goddard, Daniel Ford 

| Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick, ‘Thos.. Chas. H. 

| Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 

| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

| Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth | 


| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland | 


Macaleese, Daniel 


| MacDonnell, Dr.M.A. (Qn’sC. | 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


| M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick ; 
M‘Ghee, Richard 


| M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) | 


| M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
| Molloy, Bernard Charles 


| Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | 


| Murnaghan, George 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) | 


| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
' O’Dowd, John 


O’Malley, William 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfars. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merth’r 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell( Notts. 
Wilson, rederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHon A HSmith-( Hunts 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMH (Bristol) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Betheli, Commander 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,.J Austen( Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasg’ w) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies. SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmonit 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. HonSir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald.SirRobert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescae 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. 
Gartit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 


Mr. DILLON : I propose to move not 
the Amendment standing in my name, 
but the Amendment standing in the name 
of the hon. Member for North Louth. 
We have now come to one of the im- 
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NOES. 
Godson,Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geor. 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 


| Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Gull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Houston, R. P. 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, Georze Biekerste'h 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jaeckson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kennawavy,Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. Win. Edw. H. 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Charles W(Eversh’m 
Long, Rt. Hon. Walter(Liverp’] 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col..J. (Antrim, E.) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
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Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nichoison, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Peel, Hon. W. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes, Newton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenh’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sandon, Viscount 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbyshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart, SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. ( Notts- 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon. 
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The ecclesiastical tithes are paid to the 
| Irish Land Commission, and frm a large 
part cf the revenue of the Church Fund, 
but the lay impropriate tithes are private 
| property just as much as a mortgage or a 


The ecclesiastical tithes have 


on this Bill, and in order to make clear | been invariable in Ireland since the Act 


the bearing of this Amendment I must 
recall to the attention of the Committee 
the scope and object of the Bill. 
are in Ireland two classes of tithes, eccle- 


There | priate tithes 


of 1872, but it is proposed in this Bill 
to make them variable. 


The lay impro- 
have always been invariable. 


Although I do not at all agree that it is 
siastical tithes and lay impropriate tithes. desirable or defensible to violently alter 
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the variation in the case of lay tithes, | dozens of Irish landlords in both Houses. 
still I admit that lay tithe-owners have a | How can the right hon. Gentleman come 
grievance, and that that grievance has | forward now, ‘after twenty-eight years, 
arisen not from the deltierate ection of | #88 tell us that an injustice “has been 
Parliament, but from a blunder on the | done? Up to the present moment we 
part of the Executive Government in Ire- | | have not heard one single argument in 


land. If people are deprived of a legal | Support of that proposition. What is the 


right, whatever the value of that right / nature of the ecclesiastical tithes as fixed 
, . . yh) : 

may be, they are undoubtedly entitled to | >y ag Act of 1872 with—as should 
come to Parliament and ask for a remedy. | Never be rae sah 8 n—the consent of the 
But that argument does not apply to the | tithe-payers? All that the right hon. Gen- 
case of ecclesiastical tithes, and the effect | tleman has said about the inherent varia- 
‘Van “, - ae “7° . . . . 
of this Amendment would be to confine | bility of tithes is absurd and in direct 
the operations of Sections 2 and 3 of this | conflict with the facts ba the situation. 
Bill to lay impropriate tithes, leaving the | By the Act of 1872 Br cayapoeen: 
ecclesiastical tithes invariable as they are tithes were fixed invariably as a 
at present and have been for twenty- first charge on land in __ Ireland, 
eight years. It appears to me that this charge which bore no relation to the 
Amendment ought to receive the support amount ot the rent, and under which in 
of Her Majesty’ ’sGovernment. I may point innumerable instances great interests 
out that I myself intended to approach the Were held. Under that charge there were 
subject in a different way, because the | | very are n a head gece ote casi st 
Amendment standing in my name would | 22@ perhaps a 0 or three other interests, 
have produced the opposite effect, but | | not to speak of mortgages. This Amend- 
that arose altogether from the fact that | | ment now brings us to ‘the great principle 
ein wet alowed to mave an Insttaction | YO I asserted on the Second Reading 
which I think was a wise Instruction, to | of this Bill, namely, the principle of the 
divide the Bill into two parts, as the sub- | inviolability of prior charges on land. I 
jects dealt with are absolutely different. | oe to know, when there is ray act gs 
Under the circumstances, however, I now | EF: 7 aig age he ior 9 on t ‘ts ~ 
move the Amendment of the hon. Mem- | Ieland, oy what right can you slip 
ber for North Louth, which proposes to | °Ver intermediate charges, and now main- 

I " se: 
confine the operation of the Bill to lay | tain that this prior lien must be reduced. 
impropriate tithes, and to leave the | o hat about mortgages or family charges 
at 
1 ape ; > 2 

ecclesiastical tithes as they are now, in-| 0° head rents? This is of the utmost 
variable. We have heard a great deal of predict in Ireland. In this country, 


argument from the right hon. Gentle- | so far as my knowledge goes, no class has 
man—and very poor argument. it | raised an agitation in favour of the reduc- 


appeared to me—in favour of the’ ‘tion of the interest or the capital of mort- 


omission of the seven years instalments, |gages on land, or the reduction of 
and he based his argument in favour of | SUperior rents In consequence of the 
that view on the assertion that there was eduction of rent to the immediate 
a miscalculation, and that these annui- | occupier. If by this clause you allow the 
tants were in point of fact unknowingly | Principle of violability to apply to a 
defrauded by Parliament owing to the | charge on land which ranks before head 
ignorance of Mr. Gladstone and | rent and mortgage interest, then you are 
the Treasury of that day. But introducing one of the most revolutionary 
that argument cannot apply to the case principles of legislation ever proposed in 


of the ecclesiastical tithe-owners, and | this House. You cannot plead ignorance 
there can be no misunderstanding con- of the result. We know what the land- 


cerning them. It is said that there was lords think of this Bill, and we are not 
no consent, but anyone who will take the left for a single moment under the delu- 
trouble to trace through the pages of | sion that they will accept it as final. 
Hansard the history of the Act of 1872 | They scorn it and they scoff at it, and 
cannot maintain that the tithe-payers of they regard it as an infinitesimal conces- 
Ireland were not consenting parties, | $10”, only valuable as recognising their 
Neither in the House of Lords nor in the | Tight to compensation. 

House of Commons was one solitary) *THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
voice raised against the provisions of the | is going rather beyond the limits of his 
Act of 1872 which made ecclesiastical |own Amendment. He is now discussing 
tithes invariable, although there were the Bill at large. 
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Mr. DILLON : This Amendment goes | 
to the root of the principle of tithe rent- 
charge. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is not discussing that ; he is discuss- 
ing whether the landlords of Ireland will 
ask for more and so forth, and that is 
not within the scope of his own Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. DILLON: In discussing this 
Amendment I am discussing whether the 
principle of variation is to be applied to 
ecclesiastical tithe rent-charge in Ireland, 
and whether a first charge on the land of 
Ireland is to be declared variable. The 
reason why I allude to this question is 
because I believe we have come to that 
part of the Bill in which the main 
principle of the inviolability of first 
charges on land is concerned, and 
I am astonished if I am _ not at 
liberty to discuss that great principle. 
The clause, as a whole, violates that prin- 
ciple, and it is on this Amendment that 
we can specifically discuss the question 
whether we are to vary tithes which at 
present by statute are invariable. It 
appears to me that if this Amendment 
raises any question it raises this precise 
question—whether we are going by this 
Bill to abrogate a great fixed principle 
which affects the whole security of pro- 
perty in Ireland. Unquestionably, that 
would be the result. If you break down 
the fixed and useful principle that charges 
on land must be treated according to 
priority, and that a man with superior 
interests is not to be made to suffer 
because an interest below him is cut 
down, you open the flood-gates and the 
floods will rush in; you will be face 
to face with an ever-growing demand 
from landlords in Ireland to have 
mortgages and the other liens on their 
lands cut down, and they will quote 
this very clause as a precedent. I 
object, of course, to this proposal 
because of the deadly blow it will strike 
at the solvency and the very existence of 
the Church Fund, and if I dwelt on other 
reasons it was because our experience 
during the last two or three days has led 
us to believe that the vast majority of 
hon. Members are entirely indifferent to 
all arguments on that point, and I 
thought we might make some lodgment 
in the minds of hon. Members if we 
showed that if this principle is trampled 
on a precedent will be set which may 
have the most injurious effects on mort- 
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gages and other charges on land. For 
these reasons I urge the acceptance of the 
Amendment on the Committee. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 28, after the word ‘pay- 
able,’ to insert the words ‘ otherwise than to. 
the Land Commission.’ ”—(Mr. Dillon.) 

¢ . 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Of course it 
is quite impossible for the Government to. 
accept this Amendment. If we did we 
would strike at one of the principal pro- 
visions of the measure. The hon. Mem- 
ber for East Mayo, if he will allow me to 
say so, has entirely misunderstood the 
grounds on which the Government have 
urged that the ecclesiastical tithe rent 
fixed by the Act of 1872 should 
again be made variable. The essen- 
tial point is that the ecclesiastical tithe 
rent-charge, like other tithe rents in 
Ireland, was variable before 1872. It 
ceased to be variable under peculiar cir- 
cumstances. It was not, I maintain, the 
result of a bargain between the tithe- 
payers, on one hand, and Mr. Gladstone 
representing the interests of the Church 
Fund on the other, in which the landlords 
got their quid pro quo. The real fact is 
that this change was made by Mr. Glad- 
stone with a view to facilitating the 
redemption of tithe rent-charge by the 
payers of ecclesiastical tithe rent-charge. 
He believed that they would take advan- 
tage of the opportunity he proposed to 
give thera, and for that purpose he fixed 
a tithe rent-charge, never contemplating, 
in the first place, that a very large number 
of payers would not take advantage of 
this facility to redeem, and, in the second 
place, that an abnormal fall in agricul- 
tural values would take place within a 
generation. It is on these grounds that we 
have advocated the removal of an arrange- 
ment which has operated against tithe 
rent-payers in a way never contemplated 
at the time. I do not advocate that tithe 
rent-charge should be reduced because 
rents have been reduced ; but I say that 
under the peculiar circumstances of the 
case it is equitable that tithe rent-charge 
payers should be again entitled to have 
their tithe rent-charge varied while the 
privilege of redeeming is taken away from 
them. On that ground, and on that ground 
alone, I am advocating this change. As 
I said on the Second Reading, the hardship 
of the present situation is emphasised by 
the fact that rents have since been com- 
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pulsorily reduced ; but it is not on that 
ground I advocate it, but on the grounds 
[ have explained to the Committee. We 
are taking the reduction in judicial rents 
as the measure, but not as the réasom for 
this proposal. 


*SersEANt HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
I certainly shall support the Amendment, 


which will strike out of the Bill the varia- | 
The Bill as | 
it now stands deals with two different | 


tion of ecclesiastical tithes. 


classes of property—ay and ecclesiastical 
tithes. The Amendment only refers to 
ecclesiastical tithes, and the effect of. it if 


carried out would be to restore the state | 


of things which existed when the Church 


Amendment Act of 1872 was passed— | 
namely, to make ecclesiastical tithes irre- | 
That is the principle of the | 
Amendment, and I think it is essential on | 
various grounds that it should be accepted. | 
In the Act of 1899 establishing the Board | 


visable. 


of Agriculture the right hon. Gentleman, 


when charging £70,000 a year for the | 
purposes of that Act upon the Church | 


Fund, was obliged to guard against the 
effect of that charge, because it was even 


then contemplated by the Government | 


that the Church Fund might not be 
adequate to meet it. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I may remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that last year 


the Tithe Bill was introduced at the same | 


time as the Board of Agriculture Bull. 


“SERJEANT HEMPHILL: Yes; but the 
Tithe Rent-charge Bill was a still-born 


child, and that does not apply to my | 
argument at all. I will quote the Agricul- | 


ture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) 
Act, 1899. Section 15 says that, among 
the moneys placed at the disposal of the 
Department, should be— 

“(b.) Out of the annual income derivable 
from the surplus of the Irish Church Tempo- 
ralities Fund, during a period of fifteen years 
from the commencement of this Act, the 


annual sum of £70,000, and thereafter during | 
each subsequent period of fifteen years ‘such | 


annual sum as in the opinion of the Treasury 
can be paid without impairing the security for 
any liabilities existing at the commencement 
of this Act upon that Fund.” 


When the argument was made last year 


that the Government were by that Act, | 
when granting the sum of £70,000 a 


year to the Department, impairing: the 
security of the Imperial Exchequer, the 
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| diminished in fifteen years, and that if the 
grant was extended beyond fifteen years, 
it could only be done under the saving 
clause, with the consent of the Treasury 
of the day if in their opinion it 
could be paid without impairing the 
Church Fund. The right hon. Gentleman 
says that our fears are chimerical, and 
that, though we are depleting the Church 
Fund by this Bill to the extent of a 
million and a half or two millions, there 
|will be no risk and no necessity for 
| making good the security to the Imperial 
| Exchequer. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
should bear in mind that these vast loans 
have been made for vatious purposes out 
of the Imperial Exchequer on the security 
of the Church Fund, and that if the 
Church Fund fails the repayment will fall 
on the taxpayers in every part of the 
country. That is the reason why we 
should not undo the settlement of 1872, 
and should leave unimpaired the fixed 
_and constant fund provided by the Church 
Amendment Act. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman says that this was a question of 
policy, of haute politique—the facilitating 
of the redemption of the tithe rent- 
charge ; but last night he put it on the 
ground of a miscalculation, of a sort of 
'“hocus pocus,” about £3 10s. per cent. 
for fifty-two years instead of forty-five. 
Mr. Gladstone, who was a most jealous 
custodian of the public Treasury, made it 
a fixed and constant sum, and he did so. 
to facilitate the redemption by paying 
cash down twenty-two and a half years 
purchase, or a terminakle annuity for fifty- 
two years calculated at £4 9s. To attempt 
to cast a slur on the memory of the 
| greatest statesman of this century seems 
/to me extraordinary. There is another 
point. It is said that the reason. for 
making this great change after the expi- 
ration of thirty years, and reducing the 
| tithe rent-charge, is because the rents 
| have been reduced by the operation of 
special legislation. For my part I do not 
want to be misunderstood, but I think 
that the Land Acts have operated 
‘harshly upon many of the landlords of 


| Ireland who have had their rents con- 
| siderably reduced, and it would rejoice 


me beyond measure if compensation were 
made to these landlords out of a proper 
fund, but not out of this fund, which was 


| by solemn Act of Parliament reserved for 
‘eases of 
right hon. Gentleman stated that it was | 
only for a period of fifteen years, and that | 
it was not likely that the fund would be | 


“unavoidable calamity and 
suffering in Ireland.” The fallacy under- 
lying this particular clause which we are 
seeking to amend is, that it assumes that 
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-all the rents of all the landlords in every 
county in Irelanu have been reduced. 
That is a great fallacy. I know many 
estates, and curiously enough in Tipperary 
particularly, where there are many 
tenants who have never come into the 
Land Court, and who have never had 
their rents reduced ; and yet the landlords 
of these tenants are to have the benefit of 
this clause under the guise of compensa- 
tion for loss incurred by the reduction of 
rents under Mr. Gladstone’s Land Act. 
The right hon. Gentleman does not want 
to throw a glamour over the House. He 
is too fair, too loyal, too candid to do that, 
and accordingly he says that it is not be- 
cause of the reduction of rents, but because 
of high policy, that this Bill has been 
introduced. I maintain that the reduc- 
tion of the rent has no application at all 
to this particular standard as to ecclesi- 
.astical tithe with which alone we are 
dealing with this Amendment. The tithe 
rent-charge, which represents the tithe, 
was never the property of the landlord ; 
it was something cut away from his 
property. The owners in fee, the grantees 
of the Crown, the possessors of fee simple 
estates in Ireland, never had more than 
nine-tenths of what their estates were 
nominally worth, because the Church had 
acquired the other tenth. The tithe 
rent-charge is like a mortgage, a first 
charge on the estate, and what the land- 
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lord ever had was simply the surplus. , 


The rent was never measured 
prices in Ireland. There were various 
‘other elements in fixing the rents— 
contiguity to market, richness of the soil, 
the hardship of the landlord, the poverty 
of the tenant, the land-hunger which pre- 


by | 


vailed, and which was the source of so | 


many of the social evils of Ireland. The 
tithe rent-charge was measured by the 
market prices of the staple cereals, wheat 
and oats, which were the great tithes, in 
the language of the law, the lesser tithes 
being payable in respect of the cows and 
pigs, and the like. The great tithes, 
which were the staple of the income of 
the incumbent, were properly regulated 
by the market prices of the cereals. 


| destruction. 


| 


The right hon. Gentleman is quite right | 


in saying that this solatium was not to be | 


given by the Bill in consequence of the 
reduction of rents, but because of the 
general hardships in the case of many 


landlords, who, instead of having three or 


four mansions, have only one or two, and 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: We certainly 
intend to go to a division on this Amend- 
ment, and I see no reason why it should 
not be taken before twelve o'clock ; but I 
wish to express a slight point of difference 
from my hon. friend the Member for 
East Mayo, who said that there is a 
possibility of the precedent of this Bill 
being followed, and of some interference 
heing made with mortgages and other 
charges on land and other property in 
Ireland. I beg my hon. friend to relieve 
his mind in regard to that. I do not 
believe that the House of Commons 
will ever submit to any such a pro- 
posal. And for this reason. If the Chief 
Secretary got up and proposed a reduction 
on the mortgages on property in Ireland 
on the ground that as the rents in Ireland 
had been reduced, so the mortgages 
should be reduced in proportion, the 
representatives of the English insurance 
companies and English capitalists would 
raise such a cry of anguish and revolt that 
the right hon. Gentleman would not have 
the smallest chance of carrying his Bill 
beyond the first night when it was men- 
tioned in the House of Commons. I can 
assure my hon. friend that these charges 
on property in Ireland are perfectly 
secure. But why is it that this particular 
form of reduction is attempted to be 
carried out? It is because the Govern- 
ment are interfering, not with English 
money, but with Irish money, not with 
English capital, but with the rights of the 
Irish poor. It is because of that that the 
Chief Secretary has the solid vote of the 
gentlemen behind him. Even if I had 
the high privilege of being insured in 
some of the excellent English and Scottish 
insurance companies, I would gladly see 
Irish landloras who had borrowed money 
from them get 50 per cent. of their in- 
debtedness wiped out, because it was the 
eagerness and promptitude of these com- 
panies in lending money to the [Irish 
landlords which largely led to their 
But the vivid anxiety of 
my hon. friend for the capital of English 
people is vain; it is a mere phantom. 
The reason for this raid on Ireland is that 
it is Irish money. The right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman the Member for North 
Armagh quotes the Act of 1872, and he 
really has the courage to say that that Act 
was an injustice to the landlords of 
Ireland. He was in the House at the 
time, and supported the Bill. If he did 


enjoving a London season, were obliged | not vote for the Church Bill, at any rate 
to put up with one in Dublin. 
Serjeant Hemphill. 


) 


he voted for the Land Bill, and the right 
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hon. and gallant Gentleman will bear me 
out when I say, founding myself upon 
what appears in the colourless pages of 
Hansard, that when Mr. Gladstone an- 
nounced that he would give power by the 
Bill to the landlords to commute their 
tithes he was interrupted in the flow of 
his discourse, because this concession 
was such a surprise to the landlords 
that they could not refrain from ex- 
pressing their sense of satisfaction. 


CotonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): That is pure imagination. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: If my _ hon. 
and gallant friend will allow me to pro- 
ceed, I will refer to Hansard to show 
that that was not an imaginary scene. 
Mr. Gladstone himself said that he was 
not able to proceed for a time with his 
speech because of the buzz of delighted 
surprise on the part of the landlords that 
he had been so kind to them. I observe 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer is not in 
the House. He usually is absent when 
this Bill is under discussion, or, if present, 
is always silent. But the right hon. 
Gentleman would confirm me, for he at 
that time got up and denounced Mr. 
Gladstone’s proposal as a sacrilegious 
bribe by which the landlords were 
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tempted to give up their theological and 
religious principles in exchange for the | 
amount of money the right hon. Gentle- | 
man was going to give them. [ am not | 
acquainted with the law in regard to | 


Noes, 180, 
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tithes in England. although I have made 
some inquiry on the subject. But, I ask, 
is there any power in England by which 
the English landlord cin get rid of his 
tithe in the same way as the Irish land- 
lord can get rid of his in Ireland? The 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman says 
that the Act of 1872 was an injustice to 


the Irish Jandlords, but he knows 
that that Bill was passed through 
both Houses of Parliament _ practi- 


cally without discussion. I will tell 
the right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
something of the genesis of that Act. At 
that time rents were rising in Ireland, 
and landlords were supposed to be face to 
face with increased prices, and a corre- 
sponding increase of their tithes, and Mr. 
Gladstone, then Prime Minister, in order 
to save the landlords from that increase 
of their tithes, made the tithe rent charge 
stationary, which would otherwise 
have been augmented by the increase of 
prices. So that what the right hon. and 
gallant Gentleman represents as an in- 
justice to Irish landlords was in fact one 
of the gifts—I do not say bribes, nor do 
I wish to indulge in the theological 
fantasies of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer—by which Mr. Gladstone thought 
to smooth the passage of his land legisla- 
tion, and to reconcile the Irish landlords 
to its acceptance. 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 80 ; 
(Division List No. 182.) 
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NOES. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn | 

Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis | 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Reekitt, Harold James 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
tobson, William Snowdon 
Runciman Walter 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Charles P. (Leith) 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanhope, Hon, Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivau, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Cnarles Philips 
Weir g seed Galloway 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts. ) 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk 
Woodhouse, SirJ. T. (H’ddersfd 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
salfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
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Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
janbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-( Hunts 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 

Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, C harles 
Blakiston-Houston, Jolin 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Buteher John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Ho.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore'r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

C ‘oghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, ‘Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohn( ‘harlesReady 
Cooke,C. W. Radelitte( Heref'd) 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Cornwallis, F iennesStanley W. 
Cox, IrwinEd ward Bainbridge 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd(Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Ldmond 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannaty ne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fletcher, Sir Henry + 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | 


It being after Midnight,the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 
POST OFFICE SITES (RE-COMMITTED) 


BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Mr. J. W. Lowtuer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 


Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnG.J.(StGeorge’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsb’ry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Win. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Heath, James 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhou e, Henry 

Houston, R. P. 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Leigh- ‘Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn: (Sw’ns’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
pee Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, 7 Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John aati 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E. ) 
M‘Killop, James 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John T 
Milward, Colonel ae 
Moore, W an (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred (Monm’thsh. 
































| Mor ton, Arthur H. A.(Deptford 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


the House. 74 


Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Newdivate, Francis Alex. 
Nic sholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hon. Wim. Robert W, 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higeins, Frederiek 
Plunkett, RtHo Hor: aceCurzon 
Purvis, Robert 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep 1) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritehie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Russell, Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham 
tussell, 'T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sandon, Viscount 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. 1. 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.} 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. WT: agevart 
Stock, James Henry 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Seurt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, ¢ ‘harles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. EK. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L 
Williams, Col, R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. H.( Bath 
Wy lie, Alexander 
W yndham, George 
Wyvill, Mi urmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, E 
TELLERS FOR THE NOkS— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


'I beg leave to move to report Progress, 
and ask leave to sit again. 
THEFINANCIAL SECRETARY T0 THE 
TREASURY (Mr Hansury, Preston) : I 
hope the hon. Gentleman will not persist in 
his motion. Time is pressing, and the Bill has 
already passed through Committee upstairs. 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I think the Secretary of the Treasury has 
given a very good reason for putting this 
Bill as the first Order on Monday. 
Committee report Progress ; 


to sit 


Dr. TANNER (Cork County, Mia) : | | again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 6th July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
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| 
EAST STIRLINGSHIRE 
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WOODBRIDGE DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 


Business. 


| Amendments agreed to. 


WATER BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


ata | 
The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted LINCOLN CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) 


the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- | 
| SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 


ments had laid upon the Table the Certifi- 
cates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 

Bray Urban District Council. 

Cumberland County Council (Bridges). 
Also the Certificate that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have not been complied with :— 

Bray and Enniskerry Railway. 
And also the Certificate that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have been complied with :— 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 

(No. 12). 

The same were ordered to lie on the 

Table. 


WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL [H.L.]. 
Commons Amendments considered, and 


“ agreed to. 


> JARROW AND HEBBURN ELECTRICITY 


SJPPLY BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


ROE’S PATENT BILL [H.L.]. 
Reported with Amendments. 
PALACE COMPANY 

[H.L.]. 
Read 3¢; Amendments made; Bill 


BILL 


: passed, and sent to the Commons. 


TAUNTON CORPORATION BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and referred to the Examiners. ‘ 


CITY OF LONDON ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
BILL. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


NORTH a WATER 
BILL. 


WIDNES AND RUNCORN BRIDGE BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 


Amendments agreed to. 


VOL. LXXXV, [Fourtu Series. ] 


| to, with Amendments. 





BILL [H.L. ]. 


[H.L. ]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
The said Amend- 


ments considered, and agreed to. 


GREAT YARMOUTH PORT AND 
HAVEN BILL. 
teturned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to, with Amend- 
ments. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [H.1.]. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). The Amendments proposed by 
the Select Committee made; further 
Amendments made ; Standing Committee 
negatived. The Report of Amendments 
to be received on Monday next. 


GAS PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) 
BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). An Amendment made ; Standing 
Committee negatived. The Report of 
Amendment to be received on Monday 
next. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed. 

LAMBETH WATER BILL. 
MID-KENT WATER BILL. 
PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT GAS 

BILL. 


WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY GAS 
BILL. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY (WALES) BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (IM- 
PROVEMENTS) BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 


2E 
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posed to the House to form the Select (LATER. ] 

Committee for the consideration of the Message from the Commons that they 

said Bills, viz. :— have ordered that the Committee a 
M. Zetland, pointed by them to join with the Com- 
E. Denbigh, mittee of this House to consider the con- 
E. Mayo, stitution of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board 


L. Plunket, do meet the Lords’ Committee in Com- 
L. Brougham and Vaux (chairman) ; na _ 7 1A a Rage 4 next, at 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 1. P a eee 
SEE OE ‘ . their Lordships. 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on al coins 
Tuesday next, at Eleven o'clock ; andall ne i : 
Petitions referred to the Committee, with oo eae aor sg noear 
leave to the petitioners praying to be GOMMISSION. i ten tOYAL. 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be [RESOLUTION.] 


— as desired, as also counsel for cad Viscount TEMPLETOWN : My 
‘ Lords, in rising to move the resolution 

- a ii Neal 'that stands in my name, I cannot hide 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. from myself that I have undertaken a 
— great responsibility, not only because 

PUBLIC HEALTH (IRELAND) ACT, 1878. | your Lordships’ vote to-day will be of 
I.—Report of the Committee appointed | Moe importance to the Irish landlords, 
by the Local Government Board for ut because I believe it will be of supreme 
Ireland to inquire into the public health moment to the interests of all who own 
of the City of Dublin. | any property of any kind whatever in the 
: are . | British Empire, for whether it is the rich 
II.—Minutes of Evidence taken before | man’s estate or the poor man’s one or two: 
the Committee. acres, the principle at stake is the same. 
ARMY. The resolution I am asking your Lord- 

ships to support to-day is based on the 
fact that Irish landlords have been, and 
are being, deprived of their property for 
public purposes, and, contrary to the uni- 


I. (Special Pensions).—Return for the 
year ended 31st March, 1900, of pensions 
specially granted under Articles 730, 
1170,. and 1207 of the Army Pay ae 
a “ ' versal custom in this country when such 

es : is the case, are receiving neither compen- 

; II. (Volunteers). — Proposed Regula- | sation nor redress. But, my Lords, I 

tions under the Volunteers Bill now faye been nerved to my task bv the 
re ee eee ? Se ee ae AP os : J, ‘ 

before Parliament as to special engage- | belief inherent in me that if the people of 

ments by members of Volunteer corps. this country once recognise the existence 

of an injustice they will do all in their 

Presented (by Command), and ordered power to have it removed. I do not pro- 
to lie on the Table. | pose to occupy much of your Lordships’ 

time to-day in details of the grievances of 
POLLING DISTRICTS (ADMINISTRA- | 0) 10 ahode hon Page, Aut 
TIVE COUNTY OF LONDON), Irish landlords, because (as is stated in the 
RRR ae era 4 resolution before us) our claim to compen- 
C a dividi ) as “Ti ounty sation or redress has never been seriously 
, oe » aril 2 y . . wf 
ma h ; yer me, } ~ 1 peers | disputed by Parliament, and because after 
Divisio . W, Is a a k ( No oy _your Lordships heard the late Lord Inchi- 
Division’ 9 Finsht C me ei a quin’s speech in July, 1899, in which he 
ivision), and Finsbury (Central Division) | ate OL OEE A ee rs 
into convenient polling districts. Laid ee eee ee 
bef he H et t “ sal landlords by recent legislation, your Lord- 
before the House (pursuant to Act), anc _ ships passed the following resolution— 


ordered to lie on the Table. i ; 
“That the question of compensation to the 


— TWIP? TR siete ae ( Irish landlords for injury inflicted upon them 
QUEEN ANNE'S BOUNTY BOARD. by recent legislation demands the immediate 


A Message ordered to be sent to the | attention of Her Majesty’s Government.” 
House of Commons to propose that the | Since then, however, nothing has been 
Joint Committee do meet in Committee done, so far as we know, by the Govern- 
Room 14, on Monday next, at half-past | ment to deal with this resolution ; but we 
Three o'clock. | recognise the fact that their hands have 


i 
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been full, and we did not, on our part, 
wish to interfere with their doing in South 
Africa that which we wish them to do 
also in Ireland—namely, to insist upon. 
iustice to all sections of the community. 
In asking for the appointment of a Royal 


{6 JuLY 1900} 


of Irish Landlords. 730 


Again, in 1746, it was decided to abolish 
certain local Courts, known as exceptional 
hereditary jurisdictions, in Scotland, and 
a sum of about £150,000 was paid to the 
owners of these jurisdictions as compen- 
sation for the loss of their rights and 





emoluments. There was also the case of 
the revenues and royalties acquired by the 
which I have placed on the Paper of your State in the Isle of Man from the Duke 
Lordships’ House, I think I ought at the and Duchess of Athol. This case is re- 
outset to state once more, very briefly, | markable from the fact that it recognised 
the nature of the claim from which those | the principle of paying compensation 
questions arise. I cannot do so better | for injury arising from past legislation, 
than by quoting the following short para- when the injury proved to be greater 
graphs from a statement which was sub- than was expected when the legislation 
mitted to Her Majesty’s Government bz‘! was passed. In 1765, £70,000 was paid 
the Irish Landowners’ Convention so to the Duke and Duchess, with an annuity 
long ago as 3rd February, 1888— of £2,000 per annum. Thirty-five years 
“The abstract right of Irish landowners to | afterwards it was shown that the com- 
compensation forthe loss or depreciation of their | pensation was insufficient, and a further 
— or — the legislation of recent | grant was made, which was subsequently 
Fears mes Toe ros’, Upon any new or excep’ | converted into a perpetual annuity of 
tional grounds or principles. Ree as : co 
“It is a right recognised and upheld in | £3,000. Finally, in 1829, the Duke was 
every civilised community, whenever property, paid £417,144 for certain rights in and 
or vested interests, are taken away or inter-| over the soil which had not been 
] Ste s ic |: a . . z 
fered with by the State for reasons of public | ineinded in the previous transactions. 
policy, or for any public purpose. eas , 3 , : 
‘In England it has been for many genera- We find also that, in 1799, the Parlia- 
tions an undisputed principle, rigorously en-| ment of Ireland voted £1,260,000 as 
— and epee ae acted upon, —— compensation to the borough proprietors, 
at heavy cost to the nation, even in ¢ ayswhen! when their rights were taken away. 
the country was comparatively poor. ie “183: © I ‘al Parli 7 
“The legislature, moreover, has not only | Then in 1833 the mperia Parliament 
acted upon this principle in those cases in granted 20 millions sterling as compensa- 
which the claim to compensation arose from tion to the West Indian slave-owners, 
the operation of great public measures or although it had been settled law in Eng- 
statutes, but it has always imposed a similar hae for Manage ence setiepatne >. 
obligation upon public bodies, companies, or /@0G tor more than hilty years previously 
individuals to whom Parliament has, from that property in man was unknown to our 
time to time, delegated or granted powers of | Constitution. The next instance of large 
compulsorily acquiring or interfering with compensation paid by the State to per- 
propécty, or vested interests, or rights of any Erg : nace 
Med. 'sons injuriously affected by legislation 
“In such cases, moreover, compensation has was probably the Irish Church Act of 
eyeotiy not been limited to the amount of 1869, under which £11,616,518 was paid 
oss or damage actually proved to have been tq jndividuals whose position or interests 


inflicted at the moment, but large compensa- |” ie eae UG : 
tion has in many instances been paid for pro- Were adversely afiected. Later on we 


spective, possible, or merely contingent had the case of abolition of purchase in 
ae y Son ogg — pai the Army ia 1871, when many millions 
‘ ‘ as y recognis s 7 were nai Ohta) 
stineiple soap duatinas wake eta auhiecte, of money were paid for depriv ing people 
but has in important imstances both admitted of benefits which they had _ secured 
and enforced a like obligation in dealing with by a process which had actually been 
other countries.” declared to be penal by statute. To these 
Such is the nature or basis of our claims, | larger cases we have to add almost count- 
and I would next desire to remind your! less statutes under which power has been 
Lordships of some instances or occasions | granted, sometimes to the State, some- 
when this policy was acted upon or en-| times to public or private companies, to 
forced. So long ago as 1705, when the | take away the properties of individuals 


Commission to inquire into the questions 
which are referred to in the motion 


terms of the Legislative Union between or to encroach upon their rights in pur- 
England and Scotland were being con- suance of some public policy, or in the 
sidered, the English Parliament agreed to | interest of some section of the community ; 
pay £398,085 10s. as compensation for! but in no case that I know of has this 
Various losses which were regarded as’ been done without securing that compen- 
likely to arise from that legislation. | sation should be paid on a liberal scale to 


2E 2 
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everyone who had to surrender or suffer 
anything, in property or rights, for the 
purposes of the legislation in question. 


{LORDS} 


I may, therefore, be asked, Why did not | 


Parliament insert provisions in the Land 
Act of 1881, providing that the landlords 
should be compensated for any injury 
that might accrue to them from its 
operation? My reply is that it was 
asserted by Mr. Gladstone, and by the 
leading Members of his Government in 
both Houses of Parliament, that their 
Bill would benefit the Irish landlords 
instead of injuring them. For instance, 
on 25th April, 1881,* the late Mr. W. E. 
Forster, at that time Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, said— 

“T therefore am not surprised to hear a 
¢laim made for compensation. But the English 
law in the matter depends upon whether 
damage can be proved, and my firm belief is 
that no damage can be proved ; on the other 
hand, that if the landlord were compensated, 
you would compensate him for conferring on 
him a benefit.” 


Later on, on 22nd July, Mr. Forster again | 
’ J? Oo 


said— 

“T think this Bill will be justified by what 
will happen, and I think the final result of the 
measure, within a few years, will be that the 
landowners of Ireland, small and large, will 
be better off than they are at this moment.” 
Again, on Ist August, 1881, Lord Car- 
lingford said in this House— 

“My Lords, I maintain that the provisions 
of this Bill will cause the landlords no money 
loss whatsoever.” 


And, on the 11th August, Lord O’Hagan | 


said that— 
“ Another objection entertained by oppo- 


nents of the Bill was that it would subject the | 


landlords to certain losses. But he believed 
that if it were administered conscientiously 
and honestly no material injury would be done 
to the landlords.” 


| to the people of England ? 


But, my Lords, while the Government of | 
been demanding ; both of which we now 


1881 maintained that their Bill would be 
no injury to the landlords, they were 
equally explicit in their assurances that if 
injury were the result, compensation must 
be made. For instance, on the Second 
Reading of the Bill, on 16th May, Mr. 
Gladstone said— 

“T wish to refer to two words which we 
have heard often repeated in this debate. The 
first word is ‘confiscation,’ and the second 
word is ‘compensation.’ They are words that 
are, and ought to be, in close association 
together ; for I certainly should be very slow 
to deny that where confiscation could be 
proved, compensation ought to follow.” 





~ * The proceedings on the Land Law (Ireland) 
Bill, of 1881, are reported in The Parliamentary | 


Debates [Third Series], Vols. eelx.—eelxv. 
Viscount Templetown. 





of Irish Landlords. 


Again, on 22nd July, Mr. 
used these remarkable words — 


Gladstone 


“In doing our duty to the several classes in 
Ireland who are immediately affected by the 
Bill, we shall not forget the duty we owe to 
the nation at large. If these classes, either or 
both of them, have a just claim to compensa- 
tion in consequence of the manner in which 
their interests will be affected by this Bill, we 
are bound as a Parliament to give it to them. 
. . . If it can be shown, on clear and 
definite experience at the present time, that 
there is a probability, or if after-experience 
should prove that in fact rvin and heavy loss 
is likely to be, or has been, brought upon any 
class in Ireland by the direct effect of this 
legislation, that is a question which we ought 
to look very directly in the face.” 

My Lords, I need not remind your Lord- 
ships that this line was taken, and these 
assurances were given, in the presence of 
this Imperial Parliament, and I should 
feel that I was offering almost an affront 
to both Houses if I appeared to entertain 
a moment's doubt that Parliament, in 
passing the Land Bill of 1881, identified 
itself in the fullest degree with the as- 
surances thus given respecting it. If such 
assurances had been given respecting a 
measure affecting some ciass in one of our 
colonies or dependencies, would there be 


|a moment’s hesitation in recognising that 


pledges had been given which the English 
nation and the Imperial Parliament were 
in honour bound to redeem? If so, will 
it be contended that the obligation is less 
binding because it was given respecting 
the property and interests of a class who 
cons‘itute no mean section of the popula- 
tion of the United Kingdom, and who at 
every period of their history have been 
remarkable for their loyalty and devotion 
My Lords, I 
turn next to the losses which we say have 
been inflicted upon us, and to the forms 
of compensation or redress which we have 


ask Her Majesty’s Government to refer 
to examination by a Royal Commission. 
Our losses were accurately summarised 
by the late Lord Inchiquin, in this 
House, on the 18th July, 1899,* when he 
said that compensation was due to the 
Irish landlords in the following respects— 

“(1) For the injury inflicted on them by 
being deprived of the right of resumption, and 
by the transfer from the landlord to the tenant 
of the right to the occupation of the soil ; 

(2) By the practical abolition of free con- 
tract in the letting of land ; 

“(3) By the landlords being deprived of the 
right of obtaining in the open market the best 


* See The Parliamentary Debates {Fourth 
| Series], Vol. lxxiv., page 1129. 
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rent for their property, which solvent tenants 
would willingly pay ; 

“(4) By the serious interference and diminu- 
tion of the landlords’ rights and income, by the 
arbitrary fixing of so-called fair rents ; 

“(5) By the reduction of rents below any- 
thing that could be justified by economic 
(6) By the heavy legal expenses periodi- 
cally entailed ps se the landlords by the 
process of fixing their rents judicially ; 

“(7) By the impediments which have been 
placed in the way of their obtaining even the 
rent which the State still allows them, while, 
at the same time, payment in full is enforced 
for tithe rent-charge and all other State 
charges ; and, 

“(8) Generally, by the depreciation of the 
value of their property by legislation, as well 
asthe deprivation of many valuable proprietary 
rights, the proper exercise of which was bene- 
ficial, not only to the landlords, but also to 
their tenants and to the community at large.” 
I ask your Lordships—do you believe 
there is one landowner in England who 
could fairly make these complaints ? Have 
English landlords lost the right of 
resumption of their holdings? Has their 
land been transferred to their tenants for 
public purposes without compensation ! 
Have they been deprived of the right to 
let their farms for the best rent they can 
get! Are their rents fixed below what 
could be explained by economic causes, 
and are they forced to let them at one- 
third below competition rents? Let me 
quote one or two instances of the griev- 
ance I refer to, about rents being reduced 
below competition value. Judge Bewley’s 
evidence before Mr. Morley’s Committee 
proves this. He said— 

“T would say that the fair rent of a holding, 
asa rule, would be, roughly, about two-thirds 
of the competition rent.—(Q.) Two-thirds 
of the competition rent? Roughly. In many 
cases the tair rents would be, of course, less 
than two-thirds, but, generally speaking, I 
would take it in that way.” 

I venture to ask what sort of rents would 
landlords in England receive if Parliament 
compelled them to accept rents from which 
the element of competition was explicitly 
and wholly excluded? Then, again, it is 
said, the fact that the tenants have done 
most of the improvements in Ireland 
justifies lower rents than would otherwise 
be fair, but the bottom is knocked out of 
that argument by the fact that rents have 
been reduced just as much, if not, indeed, 
more, in cases where it is not disputed 


that the improvements were done by the | 


landlords. I could easily prove that 


landlords have to pay to get back pos- 
session of their own lands when no im- 
provements have been claimed by the 
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tenant, but I think I have said enough to 


show that it is not true to assert that the 
Irish landlords are no worse off than the 
English landlords. If the case of the 
English landlords is so similar to that of 
the Irish landlords, why are English 
farmers left without the advantages given 
to the Irish farmers, and why do not Irish 
landlords get compensation for the loss of 
their properties and rights as English 
landlords do? Mr. Gladstone, speaking 
on February 15th, on the Irish Land Act 
of 1870,* laid it down that 
“Inasmuch as perpetuity of tenure on the part 
of the occupier is virtually expropriation of 
the landlord, and as a mere re-adjustment of 
rent according to the price of produce can by 
no means dispose of all contingencies the 
future may produce in his favour, compensa- 
tion would have to be paid to the landlord for 
the rights of which he would be deprived.” 
Was not this an admission that the 
virtual, indeed the actual, expropriation 
caused by the Act of 1881 is a ground for 
compensation, unless, indeed, it can be 
shown that the landlords have derived 
benefits from that Act which, in them- 
selves, are tantamount to compensation ? 
If anyone is bold enough to assert this, 
I would remind him that on 22nd July, 
1881, Mr. Gladstone also said— 

‘*T quite agree that if Parliament wereto pass 
a law providing that rents in Ireland should 
be universally reduced to Griffiths’ valuation, 
that would be a fair case for compensation.” 
Now, during the ten years immediately 
following the passing of the Act of 1881, 
the Irish Land Commission published 


yearly the figures which enabled the 


public to see how the reduced rents stood 
with reference to Griffiths’ valuation, and 
it appears that during the period ended 
22nd August, 1891, the number of rents 
fixed by sub-commissioners was 145,332 ; 
the old rents in these cases amounted to 
£3,425,843 ; Griffiths’ valuation of the 
holdings amounted to £2,583,038 ; and 
the rents were reduced by the sub-com- 
missioners to £2,661,322. In other 
words, the old rents were, in the aggre- 
gate, 33 per cent. above Griffiths’ valua- 
tion, while the rents fixed by the 
sub-commissioners were only 3. per 
cent. above the valuation. Manifestly, 
therefore, the administration of the Act 
had produced a state of things which 
Mr. Gladstone had deliberately selected 
as a test, the occurrence of which would 
entitle the landlords to compensation. 

* See The Parliamentary Debates [Third 
Series], Vol. excix., page 350. 
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Do the Government dispute this? Mr. 
Arthur Balfour, speaking during the 
debate on the Act of 1881, said— 

“Free sale must either end in rack-renting, 
or in robbery.” 
It has ended in both. 
‘stated proves that the Irish landlords’ 
property has been taken for publie pur- 


poses, and that, contrary to custom, they | 


have received no compensation for it, and 
this though leading statesmen of both 


parties considered them entitled to it. | 


The justice of compensation or redress 
not having been 
mains only a question of how 
our claim is to be dealt with, and 


it is to arrive at the solution of this_ 


question, and to put an end to the state 
of affairs described by the Zimes, when 
the Fry Commission was asked for, but 
which applies just as much to-day-— 


namely, as “ altogether without a parallel | 


in any country, civilised or uncivilised ” 
—that we ask to-day for a Royal Com- 
mission as stated in my resolution. As 
regards the forms or methods by which 
compensation might be made, there seems 
to be no reason why the usual practice in 


such cases should not be followed, and | 


the compensation be paid in money. The 
only reason ever alleged against this 
course seems to have been 
the amount would probably be very 
large. What does this imply ? 
not mean that the injury and injustice 
done have been immense ? if so, is there 
not all the greater reason for our demand 
that it should be made the subject of in- 


quiry at the hands of a competent Com- | 


mission ? But while we can see no reason 
why we should not receive compensation 
in the usual form of payment in money, we 
have indicated various other forms in 
which compensation or redress might be, 
to some extent (and even to a large 


extent) granted without making any | 


payments out of the Imperial Exchequer 
involving expense or loss to the general 
taxpayer. 


Government, and I do not propose to deal 
with them at any length on the present 
occasion, because we rather advocate that 
they should now be made the subject of 
inquiry and report by a Royal Commis- 
sion, with the object of giving effect to 
the resolution adopted by this House 
about a year ago. I may, however, very 
shortly state their general character. 
First of all, we urge that the reforms 
Viscount Templetown. 


{LORDS} 


What I have | 


disputed, it re-| 


that 


Does it | 


These proposals have long | 
ago been submitted to Her Majesty’s | 
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|recommended by the Fry Commission 
should receive a fair trial, in the hope 
| that improved methods of administering 
'the Acts would stem the daily and 
ever-increasing tide of confiscation. Then 
we ask that the State should endea- 
vour to lighten the burden and facilitate 
the redemption of land charges, both 
private and public, by State loans to pay 
off well-secured mortgages ; by legislation 
to encourage and assist the formation of 
mortgage debenture institutions ; by an 
Act to enable owners and incumbrancers 
to convert any existing mortgage or 
charge into bonds or land debentures ; 
by granting the most favourable terms 
possible for the purchase of State charges 
(such as tithe rent-charge, Crown rents, 
quit rents, etc.) and for the repayment of 
Board of Works loans; by reforms of 
procedure and amendments of the law 
under the Land Purchase Acts, with the 
object of decreasing as much as _ possible 
the loss of income to the landlord in sales 
under those Acts, and thereby encourag- 
ing and promoting such sales; and, 
lastly (but by no means the least 
in importance), by enabling titles to be 
cleared and registered at the expense 
of the State in the first instance, the 
State being afterwards recouped by fees 
on future transactions. I would like to 
point out that some of these proposals 
might be extended to the entire United 
Kingdom, with great public advantage, 
and much benefit to the landed classes. 
I refer especially to the formation of 
laud debenture institutions, and the 
clearing and registering of titles. I 
will not add any further evidence 
of the justice of our demand, but 
with your Lordships’ permission I 
should like to deal with one or two 
arguments I have heard used when the 
| question of the Irish Land Acts has 
been under discussion. The argument 
has been used, that when the Land Act 
|of 1881 was passed it was strongly 
opposed by many of the leading members 
of the present Government, but that, it 
having been passed, all they can do is to 
accept the fact. In this argument is 
omitted one of the chief facts which 
occurred when the Act of 1881 was 
passed—namely, the distinct assertion of 
‘the Prime Minister of England that, if 
'a certain thing happened, Parliament 
|would be bound to give us com- 
| pensation. Again, what I ask the 
| Government to-day is, will they assert 
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that Parliament is not bound in 
equity to redeem the pledges given to 
Irish landlords in the past? Parliament, 


I venture to assert, was never intended , 


er created to despoil one section of the 
community for the benefit of another. 
On the contrary, we look to their en- 
deavours to assure to the people of this 


Empire truth and justice for all genera- | 


tions. But look at the state of the land laws 
in Ireland to-day. The landlords are being 


ruined; the tenants are growing more | 


dissatisfied every day that their reduc- 
tions are not bigger ; and what can be 
expected as a result but a growing sense 
of insecurity of capital—about the most 
evil and poisonous plant that could 
be grown in Ireland, which, being a poor 
country, wants all the capital possible. 
But, my Lords, the danger of this state 
wf things being allowed to continue in 
Ireland is not confined to that country. 
If once it is finally established that in 
any part of Great Britain you can take 
property for any purpose, without com- 
pensation, where is the security for any 
man’s property ? Where, indeed, is the 
security for property of any kind, if 
Socialism is to be the watchword of a 
Unionist party? It is against the 
final fixing of this Socialistic prece- 
dent that I ask your Lordships 
to pass this resolution to - day. 
Another danger exists while this in- 
equity exists, namely, that it is becoming 
daily more evident that Parliament either 
will not, or cannot, remedy this awful in- 
justice in Ireland. We were assured 
before the last general election that no 
Irish Parliament was needed because the 
british Parliament could amend any just 
Irish grievance. It is true that the 
Government appointed the Fry Com- 
mission to make a very strictly limited 
inquiry into the process in operation 
under the Land Act of 1881, but though 
that body was presided over by one of 
the ablest English judges, and came to a 
unanimous decision, most of its recom- 
mendations remain to-day a dead letter, 
though over two years and a half have 
passed since their Report was issued, and 
though it referred very distinctly 

“to the great evil wrought by that unrest 
which is generated by the periodical settle- 
ment of rents.” 

If once it is proved that an English 
Parliament cannot amend the just griev- 
ances of Ireland, one of the chief argu- 
ments used at the last general election 


{6 JuLy 1900} 
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goes by the board. It may be asked why, 
if we know that damage has been done, 
do not we state our claim specifically ? 
The answer is, just as any one of your 
Lordships would know that damage had 
been done to your interests if, say, a 
railway was run opposite your hall-door, 
or through your park, still you might 
not be able to specify the amount of 
damage, or what compensation or redress 
you required, till you had received a pro- 
fessional valuer’s report. The evils we 
complain of are not of the past. They 
are occurring daily, and, unless imme- 
diately stopped, wholesale ruin of Irish 
landowners stares them in the face. We 
do not ask that anything should be taken 
from the tenants. We do ask for equality 
of treatment for landlord and tenant. We 
say that if you undermine the security 
of property in land in Ireland you will 
prevent British capital being used there, 
as has already been done. We say that 
the Land Acts satisfy noone. They have 
not satisfied the tenants. Witness the 
Irish League started in county Mayo, which 
is now doing all it can to ruin the larger 
farmers by the same methods employed 
in former years to ruin the landlords by 
the Irish Land League. We maintain 
that the existing unrest on account of 
the Irish Land Acts will go on growing 
till you will have a task before you 
which may well appal the  stoutest 
heart. And last, but not least, we 
contend that it is against public policy 
for such a glaring mass of injustice to be 
allowed to continue for another day in 
our midst. The Prime Minister has con- 
demned, and rightly, the view that the 
operations in South Africa were under- 
taken not because of the grievances of 
the Uitlanders, but because there are 
gold mines there. ‘This country has 
spent thousands of lives and millions of 
money to right their grievances. Why 
not, then, remedy the grievances of loyai 
Irishmen, instead of handing over them 
and their property to some of the 
bitterest foes this country has? Are 
you going to say to the loyal 
Irishmen who have fought in South Africa 
when they get back, to such of them as 
survive the horrors and hardships they 
have so nobly and willingly encountered 
for you, “ You have fought to the death 
in order to right the wrongs of the 
Uitlanders, but do not dare to- ask 
redress of your own wrongs. If you 
do you will be very ill-advised.” Is 
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this what you are going to say to 
them? If it is, I, for one, do not believe 
the English nation will back you up. My 
Lords, the issue is a simple one, though, 


as I have said, of the deepest moment | 


to the whole Empire—are you or 
are you not going to establish the prece- 
dent that a Government may take away 
a man’s property from him without com- 
pensation? If you are going to establish 
this as a precedent, then you are sapping 
the very foundations of the Empire’s pros- 
perity. You are making a fatal mistake, 
which can never be rectified ; and why ? 
Because you have not sufficient faith in 
the inherent nobility of the British people 
to say, “ We will right the wrongs of these 
our fellow-citizens, even if it should cost 
us something to do it.” 


Moved to resolve, That as the claim of 
Irish landlords to compensation or redress 
from the State has been on several recent 
occasions placed before Parliament, and 
as its justice has never been seriously 
disputed, a Royal Commission be im- 
mediately appointed to consider 
report (¢nter alia)— 

1. As to the nature and extent of the 

injury which Irish 


1881 ; and 
2. As to the best means of affording 
compensation or redress for the 
injury so inflicted upon them, 
having regard to the assurances 
given in Parliament in and since 
1881 by members of successive 
Governments, or of the Legisla- 
ture, that if Irish landowners were 
found to have suffered loss or in- 
jury from Irish land legislation it 
would be the duty of Parliament 
to compensate them. 
—(The Viscount Templetown.) 


THE LORD PRESIDENT or THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsutre) : 
My Lords, the Prime Minister has asked 
me, perhaps as aretribution for the part I 


took in passing the Act of 1881, to reply | 


on behalf of the Government to the reso- 
lution moved by the noble Loid. In one 
respect, at all events, perhaps in many 
others, the selection is an unfortunate one ; 
for, though any one of my colleagues 
would have given substantially the same 
answer that | shall have to give, both the 
Prime Minister himself and some of my 
colleagues could at least have given the 


Viscount Templetown. 


{LORDS} 


and | 


landowners | 
have suffered by legislation since | 
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|noble Lord and his friends the satis- 
‘faction of repeating some of those 
criticisms and denunciations of the Act 
of 1881 which they have uttered on so 
many occasions, and which might have 
given some comfort to the noble Lord, 
whereas I, at least, am debarred from. 
giving him even that moderate amount 
of satisfaction, because, while I am bound 
‘to admit that the Act of 1881 has not 
done al] that was expected of it in im- 
proving and settling the relations between 
landlord and tenant in Ireland, while [ 
admit that it may have pressed harder on 
Irish landlords than I, at least, ever antici- 
pated that it would, while I am bound 
to admit that the absence of any definition 
of the principles on which fair rents ought 
to be fixed has left room for decisions many 
of which seem to be unaccountable and 
some of which may appear to be unjust, 
while I am bound to admit that the Land. 
Act has many blots and imperfections, I 
am still prepared to maintain that, look- 
ing to the circumstances which at the 
time prevailed in Ireland, both justice 
and policy alike demanded some legisla- 
| tion in this direction, and even now I am 
not prepared to admit that I repent of 
the part I took in passing that Act. I 
had some difficulty in understanding what 
meaning was to be attached to the word 
“redress” which the noble Lord uses in 
his resolution. Irather gather from some 
of his concluding remarks that the word 
is intended to cover possible alterations 
which might be made in the Land Acts 
themselves, or in the procedure under 
them, such as were the subject of inquiry 
by the Fry Commission. That Commis- 
sion was appointed two or three years ago 
to consider the procedure, the practice, 
and the methods of valuation, rent fixing, 
and land purchase tribunals. As I see 
| that attention is going to be called to the 
|Report of that Commission on Monday 
next, I think that it may be better that I 
should not attempt on this occasion to 
anticipate that discussion. I shall confine 
the observations I have to make entirely 
to the question of compensation. Well, 
‘my Lords, I have to state on the part of 
| the Government that we are unable to 
accept this resolution, for two reasons.. 
| In the first place, the resolution asks us 
to accept a principle of compensation 
| wider and more absolute in form than has. 
lever been admitted by any Government, 
as far as I know, in the past, and in a 





|form in which we certainly are not pre- 
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pared to admit the principle. In the 
next place it asked for the appointment 
of a Royal Commission which would be 


charged with an inquiry into subjects in | 


regard to which, in our opinion, no Com- 
mission is competent to form a judgment 


or to advise either the Government or | 
It is not possible to assert | 
of compensation in a 


Parliament. 
the principle 
wider, broader, or more _ absolute 
manner than is contained in this resolu- 
tion. I have no desire to attribute 
to the Irish landlords in general the 
desire to make unreasonable demands, 
and I think that probably most of them 
would admit that the warning which was 
given to them three years ago by the 
Prime Minister was not an unreasonable 
one, when he advised them not to make a 
claim for compensation in the shape of 
money from the English Exchequer. The 
noble Lord who moved this resolution 
did not appear to entirely accept that 
advice, because he told us he did not see 
why compensation should not be given in 
money, which, of course, must come direct 
from the English Exchequer. Although 
the noble Lord spoke in the name of the 
Landlords’ Convention, he has, perhaps, 
in that respect, not represented the 
opinion of the whole of the Irish landlords. 
An Irish landlord, writing apparently 
with some authority on the subject, in a 
pamphlet called “The Case of the Irish 
Landlords,” says of this warning given by 
the Prime Minister—— 

“ All that his second condition can reason- 

ably be taken to mean is a warning that 
admissions that the landlords have been hardly 
treated by, and under, the Land Acts were not 
to be taken as invitations to the Duke of 
Abercorn (for example) to draw up a statement 
to the effect that the value of his Irish property 
in 1870 was (say) £895,000, and that by 1898 it 
was reduced to £537,000, and to demand a 
cheque for £358,000 balance due, and so on to 
all other landlords in turn. Some Irish land- 
lords suffer from strange delusions, and, 
perhaps, a warning of this kind is not mis- 
placed.” ; 
It does not seem to have been misplaced 
in the case of the noble Lord who moved 
this resolution. The writer of the pam- 
phlet adds— 


“The operation of the Land Acts has been 
80 variable, capricious, and obscure that no 
landlord can make a statement of the amount 
he has lost in pounds, shillings, and pence that 
can hold water.” 


The terms of the resolution which the 
noble Lord has moved would cover even 
a demand for a certain sum in damages 
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| for injuries sustained, and if a Commis” 
| sion were appointed under this resolution 
'they would have to endeavour to make 
an inquiry into the actual amount of loss. 
‘sustained by the Irish landlords, collec- 
tively and individually. I conceive that 
there is no precedent in which Parliament 
has accepted in this broad manner the 
principle of compensation for loss sus- 
tained in consequence of legislation, 
except in cases where the consequences 
were foreseen, and were capable 
of being provided for either in 
the legislation itself or in simultaneous 
legislation. The provision for compen- 
sating the slave-owners was, I believe, 
contained in the Act itself, and simul- 
taneously with the Act for the abolition 
of the Corn Laws Sir Robert Peel brought 
forward a proposal to transfer from the 
land to the Exchequer the burden of 
certain rates as compensation for the 
injury which it was anticipated the 
landed interest would suffer from that 


measure. There are numerous instances. 
in which this principle might have 
been put forward and might have 


been accepted by Parliament. In the 
case of the Ground Game Act and 
the Landlord and Tenant Act certain. 
rights and privileges were transferred 
from the English landlords to their ten- 
ants. Some of those rights and privileges. 
possessed pecuniary value, but no pro- 
posal was ever made to compensate the- 
landlords for the rights of which they 
were deprived. Railway shareholders 
might put forward a claim for compensa- 
tion for the costly improvements which 
have been imposed upon them by 
Railway Regulation Acts for the pro- 
tection or convenience of the public 
or of their own servants, and which 
have been imposed upon them since the: 
dates at which their original Acts were 
granted. Manufacturers and owners of 
mines might make a similar claim in 
respect of the restrictions on hours of 
labour and the expensive precautions 
which they are now compelled by law to 
make in the interest of the health and 


safety of their workmen, and which in 


many cases have largely reduced their 
profits. No one has ever suggested a 
claim for compensation in these cases. 
Employers generally might raise a claim, 
for compensation in respect of the loss. 
which they have incurred through the 
Compensation to Workmen Act, but no: 
one has suggested that the Exchequer: 
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should be made liable for the 
insurance that the employers may 
be compelled to make in order to protect 
themselves against that liability. It is 
‘quite clear that claims of this character 
might be raised in future if Parliament, 
in its wisdom, should ever think fit to 
make any alteration in the law relating 
to licenses and the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in such a manncr as might have 
the effect of reducing the profits of that 
great trade. These instances might be 
indefinitely multiplied, but I have men- 
tioned enough to show that the principle 
which we are asked in this resolution to 
sanctionisone of avery far-reachingand very 
dangerous character. Some reference has 
been made to pledges which are said to have 
been given by Mr. Gladstone and his 
colleagues in 1881. Nothing has been 
brought forward by the noble Lord, and 
I have found nothing in the statements 
which have been put forward on behalf 
of the Irish Landowners’ Convention, 
which is more definite than the statement 
of Mr. Gladstone, which the noble Lord 
has quoted, that if loss could be proved 
as a direct consequence of the Act, that 
would je a question which Parliament 
would be bound to look very directly in 
the face. But it is easy to find other 
passages, which it has not been found 
desirable to quote, in which Mr. Glad- 
stone dealt directly with the question of 
compensation, and in which, while he ad- 
mitted that compensation would be due 
if confiscation could be proved to be con- 
tained in the Act, he always denied that 
the principle of confiscation was to be 
found in the Act, and, therefore, he re- 
fused to include any principle of com- 
pensation in the Act. I submit that Par- 
liament cannot be bound, and ought not 
in the interest of the taxpayers of this 
country to hold themselves bound, by 
anything which may have been said in 
the course of a debate of a vague 
character, such as these declarations, upon 
matters which might have been made the 
subject of definite enactment, or, at all 
events, might have taken the shape of a 
definite proposal made to Parliament. I 
do not recollect whether the question of 
compensation was ever directly raised by 


way of Amendment during the debates on | 


the Act of 1881, but for this purpose 
it does not much matter whether 
it was or not. If it was not so raised 
it must have been because the Irish 
landowners and their friends did not 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 
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see in what way a reasonable proposal 
on the subject which Parliament would 
be likely to accept could be made; 
and if it was raised by Amendment 
that Amendment certainly must have 
been rejected by Parliament, and by 
the only Parliament which had 
the whole case before it and was en- 
titled to enact that a price should be 
paid by the British taxpayer for this 
legislation. The noble Lord first  pro- 
poses that a Commission should examine 
into the extent of the injury suffered 
by Irish Jandowners’ in _ conse- 
quence of the legislation of 1881. 
Well, my Lords, it is admitted by some 
of these landlords, at all events, that it 
would be impossible for them to make a 
statement of the loss they had incurred 
through that Act that would hold water, 
and there are elements on the other side 
which would have to be taken into 
account and which it would be impossible 
to calculate. It seems to be assumed 
that, but for the Land Act, there would 
have been no loss to the landlords ; but 
since 1881 rents have been reduced in 
fngland no less than they have been 
reduced in Ireland. 1 know that it is 
said that the agricultural  condi- 
tions of England and Ireland differ 
very widely, and that the economical 
causes which have led to the reduction of 
rents in England have not affected Ire- 
land in the same way. It was not. held 
that so great a difference existed between 
the agricultural conditions of England 
and Ireland as to cause Ireland to be ex- 
cluded from the compensation which was 
given in 1846 by Sir Robert Peel to the 
agricultural interest, for one of his pro- 
posals was that, concurrently with the 
repeal of the Corn Laws, the whole, 
instead of half, of the cost of the 
constabulary should be paid out 
of the Exchequer, the express 
object being to give to Irish landlords 
some compensation for the loss that it 
was contemplated would fall upon them 
in consequence of the repeal of the Corn 
Laws. It is not possible to contend that 
the economical causes which have led to 
reductions of rent in England have not 
had a similar effect in Ireland. I am un- 
willing to trouble your Lordships with 
my own experiences, but it certainly con- 
firms the opinion I hold, that in any 
circumstances there must have been a 
considerable reduction in rents in Ireland. 
I have, as many of your Lordships know, 
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a large estate in Ireland, and, as your 
Lordships probably do not know, I 
am the owner of a small estate in 
Somersetshire. Somersetshire is not one 
of the counties in England chiefly 
affected by low prices, for it is not a 
wheat growing county; but comparing 
the three years from 1878 to 1880 and 
1895 to 1897, I find that, while the 
reduction in rent on one of the Irish 
estates has been 16 per cent. the reduction 
on the English estate has been 35 per 
cent. I admit there may be peculiar 
circumstances in that, and that that may 
not be universally the case, but still it 
cannot possibly be denied that in estimat- 
ing the loss which has been incurred by 
Irish landlords the economical causes 
which brought about the reduction of 
rents in England must be taken into con- 
sideration. That is one element in the esti- 
mate which it is almost impossible to calcu- 
late. There is another still more difficult to 
calculate, and that is, what would Irish 
rents have been worth in 1881, since 
1881, and now, but for the Irish land 
legislation? Noble Lords have a very 
lively recollection of the Land Act of 
1881, but they seem to have forgotten the 
agitation which preceded it. They have 
forgotten the resistance, which had already 
come into existence, against the payment 
of any rent at all, and they have forgotten 
the temper in which this resistance to the 
payment of rent was received in this 
country. It is easy enough now 
to say it was a wicked and un- 
scrupulous agitation, raised wholly for 
political purposes, and without any just 
cause, and that it was the duty of the 
then Government to have enforced the 
law and the rights of the landlords ; but 
no Government could do more than what 
Parliament, and the people to whom 
Parliament is responsible, give it the 
means of doing, and, looking back at the 
circumstances of those times and the 
temper which prevailed in Parliament and 
in the country, I hold it would have been 
absolutely impossible for the then Govern- 
ment or for any Government to have 


enforced the rights of the Irish 
landlords under penalty of eviction 
under an unreformed land law. Then 


there are elements in this estimate which 


‘the noble Lord would direct the Commis- 


sion to make, which are impossible of cal- 
culation. The noble Lord has made some 


alteration in the terms of his resolution 
since he first placed it on the Paper. He | 


{6 JuLy 1900} 
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_has very wisely eliminated the second of 


his proposed instructions directing the 
Commission to inquire into the pledge 
which had been given by various states- 
men on the subject. I think he can 
hardly have seriously contemplated that 
a Royal Commission should be appvinted 
to inquire into what authority ought to 
be attached to the speeches of either the 
promoters or opponents of that measure 
upon maiters which might have found ex- 
pression, not in speeches alone, but 
in definite legislative proposals. The last 
instruction the noble Lord would give to 
the Commission relates to the best means 
of giving compensation. Although, for 
reasons which I have endeavoured to 
state, I conceive that anything in the 
nature of direct compensation is an im- 
possibility, and although I think that the 
Irish landlords prejudice their case by 
putting forward a demand which 
may be capable of being understood 
in that sense, yet I am_ perfectly 
willing to admit that the case of the 
Irish landlords is a hard one. There can 
be no doubt, from the speeches of Mr. 
Gladstone and his colleagues, that he and 
they did not anticipate that the Land 
Act would prove to be an injury to the 
landlords, they rather anticipated that 
it would prove a benefit ; but it cannot 
be maintained that that anticipation 
has been realised. Neither can it be 
asserted, I think, that if the Act has led 
to greater reductions of rent than were 
anticipated, if it has deprived the land- 
lords of a larger proportion of the rights 
of property than the framers of the Act 
intended, through the decisions of the 
courts, these consequences have been 
owing in any degree to the fact that 
investigation has proved that the Irish 
landlords were a more exacting or a more 
rapacious body, as a whole, than they have 
been supposed to be. It cannot be denied 
that the Act has pressed more hardly 
upon them than was either desired or 
anticipated. But, when I make this 
admission, I cannot do more than again 
repeat the advice which was given to the 
Irish landlords by the Prime Minister 
three years ago, when he advised them to 
bring forward such proposals for the 
alleviation of their position as they soberly 
thought could reasonably be adopted, and 
as by the moderation of their desires and 
arguments, as well as by the strength of 
the reasons they put forward, would be 
commended to the impartial and sym- 
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pathetic acceptance of English statesmen. 
It is in this direction, and in this direction 
only, that any alleviation of the hard- 
ships of the Lrish landlords can be found. 
We have endeavoured to do something in 
this direction. We have endeavoured to 
facilitate, in the interest of landlords as 
well as of tenants, the progress of land 
purchase. Upto March, 1897, advances 
from the Treasury for this purpose had 
been made at the rate of about £500,000 a 
year. In the next year they amounted 
to £800,000, and in the two last 
completed years they have amounted to 
£1,800,000 in each year, and I am in- 
formed the demand is somewhat on the 
increase. We have not waited for the 
Irish landlords themselves to make pro- 
posals. In connection with the Local 
Government Act, passed two years ago, 
the Government itself proposed and 
carried a provision which relieved them 
of half the poor rate, involving an ex- 
pense of £316,000 a year. There is a 
measure now before Parliament — the 
Tithe Rent-charge Bill—which Irish 
landlords have frequently asked for, and 
which will give them some further relief of 
the same character. I do not say that 
these measures have given, or are capable 
of giving, the full measure of compensa- 
tion to which they may think themselves 
entitled, but I do say that these measures 
show on the part of the Government a 
sympathetic spirit towards a class and an 
interest which we believe to be in an 
unfortunate and difficult position, And I 
say, further, that it is only through 
measures such as these, through measures 
which can be recommended and sup 
ported on grounds of public policy, and 
not only as instalments of compensation, 
that any further relief of the landlord’s 
position can be found. I further say that 
some such measures of relief as those 
which have been enumerated by the noble 
Lord may be found in subsequent years 
to be worthy cf consideration, but such 
measures can only be proposed or accepted 
by the Government on its own responsi- 
bility to Parliament, and I cannot con- 
ceive how the adoption of such measures 
would be facilitated by the appointment 
of a Commission charged with duties so 
difficult, if not impossible, as those sug- 
gested by the noble lord. For these 
reasons the Government have to resist 
the resolution. One word I must say 
in conclusion. The noble Lord asserted 
in his speech, and asserts in his resolu- 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 
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tion also, that the justice of these claims 
has never been denied. 


THe Eart or MAYO: Never been 
seriously disputed. 


THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE: 
Never been seriously disputed. Well, 
as the noble Lord reminded us, a 
similar claim was put forwardin a reso- 
lution which was moved by Lord Inchi- 
quin last year. It is quite true that 
that resolution was carried by a small 
majority in a not very large House, 
but it was opposed by every one of 
Her Majesty’s present and late advisers. 
who sit in this House. I do not know 
how, under such circumstances, the 
noble Lord can ask us to assert that 
the justice of these claims has never 
been seriously disputed. For the reasons 
I have given, the Government feel com- 
pelled to resist the resolution. 


*Lorp CLONBROCK: My Lords, I 
deeply regret to hear the answer which 
the noble Duke has given on behalf of the 
Government. Our chief reason for asking 
for a Royal Commission is that though 
we have repeatedly brought forward the 
case of the Irish landlords, and stated in, 
I fear, often wearisome detail our several 
grounds of complaint and the nature and 
extent of our injuries, we have never been 
able to obtain any exhaustive examination 
of these points. The impression, therefore, 
is naturally left on the minds of many 
Members of this House and the public 
that we have overstated our case, and that, 
although we may have something to com- 
plain of, we are not worthy of much con- 
sideration. We have only been able to 
get from Her Majesty’s Government an 
acknowledgment that our case is a hard 
one, and an assurance that we have their 
sympathy. The impression to which I 
have referred will no doubt be strength- 
ened by the comparison which I was 
surprised to hear made by the noble 
Duke between the reductions of rent 
in Ireland and in England. That 
comparison is a plausible one, but I think 
we can show that it is unsound, especially 
in the case of the reductions of second- 
term rents which are now being made to 
an alarming extent in Ireland. In England 
rent is fixed by what a solvent farmer who 
knows his business chooses to give, and 
therefore depends on the prices of agricul- 
tural produce and the cost of production. 
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In Ireland the element of competition is 
entirely excluded, while the high price 
paid for tenant right shows that tenants 
would be ready to pay a higher rent than 
the judicial one. How rents in Ireland 
are fixed it is impossible to exactly ascer- 
tain, for no definition of what constitutes 


a fair rent has ever been furnished to the | 


men who have been appoihted to fix that 
rent. We know that what the Fry Com- 


mission called popular evidence, namely, | 


the rent paid for land in the vicinity, long 
and punctual payment of a real rent, and 
so forth, is not admitted, and we therefore 
must assume that if the rent depends upon 
anything more than caprice it is upon 
what is called technical evidence, namely, 
the opinions of experts as to the capa- 
bilities of a farm, prices of agricultural 
produce, and cost of production. The 
question of improvements may be entirely 
eliminated, because an allowance was 
made for improvements on the first occa- 
sion when the rents were fixed. The cost 
of production is held by the Fry Report 
to be about the same, as, although labour 
is higher, the price of agricultural requi- 
sites, seeds, manures, etc., has decreased ; 
and therefore these sweeping reductions 
which are taking place in second-term rents 
must depend on the fall in agricultnrai 
produce. I have in my hand a Report 
prepared by probably the greatest 
living authority in Ireland, Mr. Barnes, 


in which he calculates that the fall in | 


{6 JuLty 1900} 
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;of 1881, supplemented by the Act of 
| 1896, the selling value of Irish property 
‘has been reduced from about twenty- 
‘three years purchase of the old rent 
| to about seventeen years purchase of the 
| reduced rents. That has nothing to do 
| with the reductions of rent or the fall in 
agricultural produce. There is no reason 
| why the number of years purchase should 
have been varied. It means that asum of 
over 25 per cent. of the fee simple value of 
the property has been taken from the land- 
lord and transferred to the sitting tenant. 
It is on such losses as these that we base 
our claim for compensation. We do not 
ask for direct money compensation. We 
have taken the warning addressed to us 
by the noble Marquess the Prime Minister. 
But we ask for some measure of relief. 
The noble Duke stated that there was 
no precedent for granting compensation 
'unless it had been taken into account 
at the time the legislation was passed 
which rendered the claim for com- 
pensation eventually necessary. Well, 
| would ask whether there was any 
precedent for the Act of 1881, but in any 
|ease it seems hard that, because the 
‘framers of that Act were deficient in 
foresight, and could not see what the 
consequences of the measure would be, 
the people who have suffered from its 
| operations should continue to suffer. We 
| wish to have the various schemes for 
relief to landlords which were mentioned 





the average gross profits of agricultural| by my noble friend who moved this 
produce, stock and crops combined, for | motion, especially as some of them are of 
the whole of Ireland, since the first five | a highly technical character, referred to a 


years from 1881 to 1885, compared with 
the years from 1895 to the present year, 
is under 5 per cent.—4#? per cent. is the 


| Royal Commission for examination, tand 
| we are deeply disappointed at finding*this 
|Commission refused by Her Majesty’s 
/Government. I wish the House would 





exact figure. But the rents have been 
reduced in the last period on an average | consider the position of landlords in Ire- 
of 242 per cent. The Fry Commis- | land at the present time. By landlords I 
sion laid it down that if there was a/| do not necessarily mean large landlords or 
reduction of values of 20 per cent., the wealthy men. There are many small 
reduction in rent ought to be 333 per|and struggling landlords who are now 
cent. If we take that standard, the re-| being reduced to penury by these exces- 
duction of rents to which I have re-!sive reductions of rent, which are not 
ferred, instead of being 243 per cent., | justified by economic causes. There is a 
ought to have been under 8 per cent. | great probability that in another fifteen 
Therefore rents have been reduced, | years there will be still further reduc- 
according to this table, treble as much| tions. We hold that a grievous wrong 
as they ought to have been. I think | has been done to us, unintentionally we 
that disposes of the comparison between | freely admit, by Parliament and by the 
English and Irish rents. But there is| people of the United Kingdom, who 
another serious grievance which Irish | approved of the legislation which has 
landlords have which was hardly men-| been passed, and it is to the sense of 
tioned by the noble Duke, and which | justice of the English people that we 
has no parallel in England. By the Act appeal. We appeal also to Her Majesty’, 
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Government. 
in this House, if we lived in a foreign 
country our position might be a very 
different one, for if any of Her Majesty's 
subjects abroad were injured by any 
foreign State the noble Marquess at the 
head of the Government would not be 
slow in demanding redress. He would 
stand forward as their defender, knowing 
well that in any steps he took he would 
be secure in the confidence of his country- 
men, who are convinced, from the long 
record of his public service, that the national 
honour is safe in his hands. I would ask 


the noble Marquess and Her Majesty’s | 


Government whether the national honour 


may not be equally concerned in dealing | 


with Her Majesty’s subjects at home ! 
We claim the protection of the Govern- 
ment. Weclaimit as loyal subjects, loyal 
not only to Her Majesty the Queen but 
loyal to the connection with England, 
to the Constitution, the laws, and the 
traditions of England. I do not claim for 
Irish landlords a monopoly of loyalty, but 
I do say that among that class there are 
more loyal men than are to_ be 
found in any other class in Ireland, 
and we have suffered for our loyalty. It 
is sometimes cast in our teeth that under 
other circumstances we should have 
received at least as much consideration 
from our opponents as we have from 
those whom we supported, and that if we 
had thrown in our lot with the rest of 
our countrymen we should be in a_ better 
position. Ido not accept this view. I 
doubt that any identity of political views 
would outweigh the unpardonable sin of 
holding property which is coveted by 
others. I only mention it to show the 
opinion of our opponents as to how 
we are treated. An article appeared 
not long ago in The Times, signed by a 
well-known writer, in which was described 
a conversation the writer had had with 
a friend in Cape Town some ten years 
ago, in which his friend, after making a 
sufficiently gloomy forecast of what would 
happen in South Africa, used words which 
are thoroughly applicable to the state of 
things in Ireland. ‘“ Remember,” he said, 
“that as it was in 1881, the Government 
will take care that it does not pay any- 
one to be loyal.” I sincerely hope that 
policy will not be pursued in South Africa, 
but it is in that spirit that Ireland has 
been governed. This is the feeling, not 
among landlords alone, but among loyal 
men 


Lord Clonhroek. 


{LORDS} 
As I have before said | 


of other classes in many parts 


of Ireland. And well may it be 
so, when they see the property of 
loyal men gradually taken away for the 
benefit of their opponents, when they see 
that by another Legislative Act those 
men have been deprived of all voice in the 
management and administration of affairs 
in their country, when they see that in the 
case of a Government appointment one 
is selected not from among those who 
have been consistent in support of law and 
order, but from those whose conduct has 
been widely different, when any repre- 
sentations which they make to Govern- 
ment produce little or no effect. But if 
loyalty does not pay in _ Ireland 
disaffection does. It is this dis. 
couragement which is given to 
loyalists that encourages and __ fosters 
disaffection and agitation. As to the 
dangerous agitation now prevailing in 
Ireland, which, as the noble Duke said of 
the former Land League, is political in 
its origin, the people are taught by their 
leaders that as the land agitation pre- 
viously brought about the Act of 1881, 
and has given them control over a portion 
of the landed property of Ireland, so they 
may by the present agitation endeavour 
to obtain control over the remainder. [ 
am convinced that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are as much opposed to this agita- 
tion as I am. have never failed to 
express that opinion. But can it be 
wondered at that it is strengthened and 
consolidated when its leaders see a 
candidate appointed to an important 
Government situation who some _ years 
ago was a leader and organiser of an 
equally immoral conspiracy | The Govern- 
ment may have satisfied themselves that 
the gentleman in question has modified 
the extremely lax principles of morality 


which admitted of this attitude, but 
no announcement has been made to 
that effect. It is not surprising 


that when the leaders of public opinion 
in Ireland see that resistance to the law 
and antagonism to England are a sure 
passport to favour, they should do their 
utmost to maintain that attitude among 
the people. The people would be well 
enough if they were let alone. Everyone 
who lives among them will gladly recog- 
nise their many good and_ generous 
qualities. But they are an impulsive and 
a credulous race, easily led away by 
sophistical reasoning and held in thraldom 
by their leaders. On the occasion of the 
Royal visit, when the instinctive chivalry 
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and good feeling of the people led them 
to break away from their leaders, and 
tender to Her Majesty a welcome which no 
one who witnessed it is likely to forget, 
these leaders hastened to discount the 
enthusiasm which they had in vain 
endeavoured to repress and to assure 
the world that, though this welcome was 
extended to the Queen, the feeling of 
hostility towards England was as bitter 
and as determined as ever. They feared 
that they might lose the hold which they 
deemed their disloyal attitude had given 
them over the timidity of England. 
I deeply regret the position the noble 
Duke has taken up with regard to 
the motion now before the House, and 
I cannot help thinking that the Govern- 
ment are unaware of the discouragement 
which they are giving to all loyal classes 
in Ireland, who feel deeply that, because 
they have no political power they have 
been abandoned by England, in whom 
they thought they could place reliance. 


THE Duke or ABERCORN: My 
Lords, I also deeply regret the reply of 
the noble Duke ; butas his reply is in the 
negative, I will not occupy your Lord- 
ships’ time by any arguments which I 
might have adduced in favour of the 
motion. I believe the noble Duke, in the 
course of his speech, referred to myself, 
but I was not able exactly to catch the 
purport of his remarks. 

THE Duke or DEVONSHIRE : 
read an extract in which 
occurred. 


—Claims 


I only 


your name 


THE Duke oF ABERCORN: I beg to 
assure your Lordships that I support the 
motion because I take an interest in the 
affairs of the landowners in Ireland, and 
that Iam not in the slightest degree in- 
fluenced by my own position. I only 
endeavour to serve others and to urge 
their grounds of grievance as far as pos- 
sible. The answer which the noble Duke 
has given will be received in Ireland with 
bitterness and regret. I use the word 
“bitterness,” because the landowners in 
that country will see that even their last 
effort to obtain redress has been opposed 
by the Government. I do wish the 
Government had a little more pluck, and 
that they would really take in hand the 
grievances of this particular section of 
Her Majesty’s subjects, without looking 
too closely to the future and to the results 
of their action. I firmly believe that a | 


{6 JuLty 1900} 


little pluck in this regard would pro- 
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duce the best results, and would be the 
means of bringing round their standard 
many of those who at the present time. 
are wavering. It is not those who have 
large incomes who suffer so severely ; it is 
those unfortunate gentlemen who have 
small incomes, and whose property is. 
gradually being taken away from them. 
Year by year the Commission goes on, and 
each year more or less of the property of 
these unfortunate men is abstracted from 
them, so that in the course of a few years 
it is impossible to say what their position 
may be. I really fear that these men will 
cease to exist as a class—men whose 
ancestors fought for the Empire, as their 
sons are doing to-day—and that eight- 
tenths of the houses will be shut up in 
Ireland—houses which have produced 
such sterling yeomen and such sterling: 
defenders of our country. I regret 
extremely the decision of Her Majesty's 
Government, but as long as we have life 
and breath we shall continue to do our 
best to urge the claims of these unfortu- 
nate landowners whatever Government 
may be in power. 


*THe EArt or MAYO: My Lords, I 
was glad to hear that the noble Duke the 
Lord President of the Council admitted 
that the Act of 1881 had not done all 
that was expected at the time. It has, 
however, done a great deal more than 
we, as Irish landowners, expected, and we 
have suffered most sev erely at its hands. 
The noble Duke said the Commission 
could not possibly deal with many of the 
matters mentioned in the motion. The 
same sort of thing was said with regard 
to the Commission we asked for to inquire 
into the Land Acts. But if the recom- 
mendations of the Fry Commission were 
adopted by the Government they would 
go a long way to help the Irish land- 
lords, and to remove their grievances. 
But what has happened? Scarcely any- 
thing has been done to carry out those 
recommendations. The noble Duke made 
a comparison between his property in 


Ireland and in Somersetshire. He said 
there were very large reductions in 
England, larger, I gathered, than in 


Ireland, but we must remember that in his 
Irish property there is a most valuable 
salmon fishery. 


Tue DuKE oF DEVONSHIR 
| has nothing to do with it. 


i: That 
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*THE EArt oF MAYO: I admit that it 
was not included, but it is a most 
valuable asset in the property. There 
‘was one point which the noble Duke 
-emphacised very much—namely, that we 
were not to expect compensation in 
peunds, shillings, and pence from the 
Exchequer. The noble Viscount did not 
say that we did expect compensation in 
this form. What he said was that, while 
we could see no reason why we should 
not receive compensation in actual pay- 
ment of money, there were many other 
forms in which we could receive it. I do 
not suppose for one instant that anyone 
in his senses would imagine that we 
could ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to pour golden sovereigns into our 
pockets because we have suffered in con- 
sequence of the Land Acts. Tenants in 
Ireland are lent money at 2? per cent., 
repayable by instalments spread over a 
long period, and in cases where Irish 
landlords have suffered from State inter- 
ference with their rents, I think they 
might fairly claim the benefit of such 
loans. But this and other alternative 
methods of compensation are set forth 
in the recommendation of the Landlords’ 
‘Convention of 1889, and are well known to 
the House. The comparisons of the noble 
Duke were not appropriate. He put 
forward as an argument that railway 
shareholders might be compared to Irish 
landlords, but I cannot see how that can 
be. Railway shareholders, no doubt, have 
to suffer loss when large improvements 
have to be made for the accommodation 
.and safety of passengers, but if they have 
to provide large sums for such improve- 
ments what results — increasing traffics 
and increased revenue. Then the noble 
Duke mentioned, as another point in his 
argument, the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act. Against claims upon them under 
that Act employers can insure ; but how 
can an Irish landlord insure against the 
inroads the Land Commission make, every 
fifteen years, upon his income? If 


we could have insured against them we | 


would have done so long ago. With 


regard to the question of rents having | 


also been reduced in England, it must 
be remembered that tenant right, 
which exists in Ireland, does not 
exist in England. English landlords 
have not got that awful thing to face 
whichiscalled tenant right, and which prac- 
tically means this, that the landlord can- 
not regain possession of his property. I 
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will tell you how a landlord can regain 
possession of his property in Ireland. If 
a tenant does not pay his rent he can 
evict him, but what happens? The 
tenant puts up the tenant right to auction, 
and in order that the landlord can get 
back his property he has to buy it at the 
highest price that is bid at that auction, 
How would English landlords like to face 
that state of things ? I ask your Lordships 
what is the use of talking of what hap- 
pened when Sir Robert Peel passed mea- 
sures in 1841 dealing with the Constabu- 
lary in Ireland? We have long passed 
that stage. The Corn Laws have been 
repealed, and, thank goodness, we have 
got a Constabulary. We have heard a 
great deal about the good that the Acts 
framed for the purpose of purchase have 


done in Ireland, but these Acts are 
iframed and administered as if the 
interest of the tenant need be the 


only thing to be considered and con- 


sulted. ‘The condition of purchase is 
made as tempting as possible to the 


tenant, and all proposals that have been 
made for mitigating the loss of income 
and the heavy cost entailed upon land- 
lords who under these Acts have sold 
their property, have been dealt with both 
by the Government and the Land Com- 
mission ina grudging spirit. Mortgage 
debenture institutions, which have done 
so much goud in Central Prussia, Eastern 
Prussia, and other parts of Germany, 
would be of the greatest use in Ireland. 
They do not entail any call upon the 
Exchequer, and the working of them 
amounts to this: a large number of 
proprietors unite in raising money upon 
their joint credit, which they lend to 
each other in such sums as they consider 
safe. I regret very much that Her 
Majesty Government have taken up 
this attitude with regard to the Royal 


| 


Commission asked for by the noble 
Viscount. After all, we only ask that 


the matter should be inquired _ into. 
Of course, if the Commission find that 
we have got no losses, then we have no 
case ; but we are so certain that we have 
a good case that we ask for this Royal 
Commission. A vast transfer of property 
has taken place in Ireland by the behest 
of Parliament, but Ireland as a whole is 
none the richer, the property having 
passed from one class to another, while 
the Imperial Exchequer stands by risking 
not a single sixpence in the transaction. 
I hope the noble Viscount will press his 
| motion to a division. 
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ne *Tut LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE-| practically impossible. It is admitted to 
ois LAND (Lord ASHBOURNE): My Lords, I | be impossible also to take away from the 
The would like in a very few words to remind | tenants one single benefit they have 
lai your Lordships of the question upon which | received. Then what compensation is 
ian you are asked to express an opinion. The suggested? It is suggested that some 
the topics that have been presented to-night | method should be found of getting some 
ion: s0 fairly and so forcibly by my noble | form of indirect compensation elsewhere 
Soin friends have not been presented ‘for the | by other Acts of Parliament—methods 
hips first time, On several occasions thesame| that it is very hard to realise or 
hap. arguments have been addressed clearly | understand. At the present moment 
we and persuasively to your Lordships, but | there is the Tithes Bill, which has been 
he: we are always bound to consider how far | asked for not as compensation, but as a 
soul any proposals which are put forward are| mere tardy measure of justice, passing 
we possible and practicable. Your Lordships through the other House of Parliament. 
ate are asked, as you were last year, to atirm | The Fry Commission has been mentioned. 
da that compensation shoula be given to the | We shall have the pleasure of having that 
nes landowners. I have to zemind your Lord-| Commission’s Report discussed on “Mon- 
wae ships of what the noble Duke (the Duke | day, when I will be prepared to give my 
pone of Devonshire) has already pointed out | noble friend who introduced the question 
the —namely, that it is impossible to suggest every possible information as to the 
din that the justice of these claims has been method in which the recommendations of 
noe admitted when every Member of the that Commission are being dealt with. 
ae Government felt constrained last year, as Land purchase, which is the most hopeful 
the on previous occasions, to vote against the solution of the Irish land question, is 
ast suggestion then made that compensation | going on vigorously, and Section 40 
ween was practicable and should be given. of the Act of 1896 is working 
ak: Analogies have been cited by my noble in a reasonable and _ satisfactory manner. 
echt friend Lord Templetown in which com- I see my noble friend (Lord Templemore) 
both pensation has been given, but on every | smiling, but I claim that I know the 
‘eee: single occasion that he mentioned the topic purchase question, and am as well able as 
fan of compensation was dealt with at the any of my noble friends to understand its 
sane time of the Act, and no one ever suggested | bearings. With regard to loans to land- 
tern that it was possible to go back after a | owners to pay off their first charges, 
any, number of years and give compensation | which were mentioned by the noble Earl 
and. in respect of the working of an Act behind me (the Earl of Mayo), if a method 
the of Parliament. [I was an_ opponent can be found by which loans on safe and 
hem of the Act of 1881, and I huve easy terms can be granted, I shall be 
of never said a word in favour of its policy | delighted, but I am strongly of opinion 
pon or operation. But we have to take it as that its discovery would not be an asset 
1 to an Act of Parliament on the Statute Book | solely in the possession of Irish landlords, 
sider and deal with it as part of the law of the but the Treasury would be asked to grant 
Her land. What is suggested is that in some | similar loans to other sections of the com- 
up way or other compensation is to be given | munity. Now, what is the good of a 
oval for the way in which rents have been Royal Commission? What benefit is 
oble reduced under the oar | of the Act of | suggested to come from voting for a 
that 1881. Is that possible? Can every case Royal Commission in the circumstances I 
into. under the Act be re-tried ? Has it not to) have named? Have we not had Royal 
that be borne in mind that thousands of cases |Commissions and Committees enough in 
e no have been settled by agreement between | Ireland? There was the Richmond Com- 
have landlord and tenant? In thousands of | mission and the Bessborough Commission 
oval cases there were no appeals. In thou- before the Land Act of 1881; and after 
erty sands of others there were appeals,| its passing there was the Committee 
shest and the reduction of rent was affirmed.| of your Lordships’ House, in which 
le is Would it be possible to disentangle the re- | Lord Cairns took part, and in the time 
wing § ‘ductions and say, “This much was worked | of the late Government the Morley 
while § out by economic causes and this much | Committee was appointed. We have 
king § by the operation and undue work- 'had the Fry Commission, and what is the 
tion. | ing of an unfair and unreasonable | good of now appointing another Commis- 
s his J -Act of Parliament” ? It is ad- | sion ? I venture to say ‘that the suggestion 
mitted that compensation in money is! that 1 Commission should be appointed is 
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impracticable. I gather from the closing | by the discussion which has taken place. | 
words of the speech of my noble anit hope the noble Viscount will not press 
the Earl of Mayo that your Lordships are | his motion, but if he does I. shall feel it 
asked to divide on this motion. That is| my duty to vote against it. 

not a matter on which I have a right to 

advise, but I should have thought that the On Question, their Lordships divided.:. 
question had been adequately dealt with —Contents, 62; Not-Contents, 59. 
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CREMATION BILL [#.1.}. | word as to what the Home Office has: 
Order of the Day read for receiving | done with regard to the suggestions 
Report of Amendments. made in the Standing Committee upon 


| Clause 8. 
Lorp MONKSWELL : In moving the | ; 
reception of this Report, I should wish to) _THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
give the noble Lord who represents the | (The Earl of Morey): With regard to 


Home Office an opportunity of saying a | Clause 8, I should like to draw my noble 
Lord Ashbourne. 
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friend’s attention to this point. All pro- 
visions now existing in private Acts with 
regard to crematoria which are of a like 
purpose to those which are in this Bill 
will be overruled. Onthe whole, I think 
that that is perfectly right, especially 
with regard to bye-laws and matters 
of that kind. Butin Clause 3 the powers 
of a burial authority to provide and 
maintain burial grounds is made to in- 
elude the provision of crematoria. Now, 
I presume that the result of that would 
be, that any burial authority will have 
power to raise money for the provision 
of such crematoria under the Public Health 
Act; but it may be that the existing 
authorities have power to raise money 
for the same purpose—that is a “like” 
purpose—under their private Acts in 
another way. Now it is possible that 
these crematoria may be in process of 
erection at the present time. The money 
which the authority would naturally 
obtain under the provisions of their 
private Act would be partly raised for 
the purpose of their crematoria. I think 
it is rather doubtful, as soon as this Act 
passes, if those powers would remain 
valid at°all, and if the authority would 
not have to come under the Public Health 
Act to raise what they required. That 
would obviously be inconvenient. I sug- 
gested to my noble friend that he should 
ask the Local Government Board whether 
there is anything in my point ; [ am not 
quite certain that there is ; but I think it 
is one that ought to be carefully con- 
sidered ; and if there is anything in it 
possibly he may be able to suggest an 
Amendment, or I should be very happy 
to co-operate with him in amending the 
clause. 


Lorp BELPER: With regard to the 
question asked by the noble Lord opposite 
(Lord Monkswell) I can assure him that 
the Home Office have very carefully con- 
sidered the suggestions made in the Stand- 
ing Committee with regard to alterations 
in Clause 8. The first suggestion made 
was that the private and local Acts 
which it is proposed to _ repeal 
should be placed in a schedule, and 
the second suggestion was with regard 
to the word “like.” The Home Office 
have carefully considered both these points, 
and are not able to accept them, for these 
reasons, which I think will commend 
themselves to the House. It is quite 
unprecedented in any Bill of this sort—a 
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public Bill—in repealing local Acts to 
' schedule those Acts, and indeed, on con- 
sideration, it would be seen that it was a 
very inconvenient and dangerous course, 
because, although it may be perfectly 
possible to know what the particular local 
Acts are which have passed lately, it may 
be dangerous to schedule the Acts 
because of the possibility of leaving out 
very small local Acts which may contain 
these powers without it being known; 
and it is thought that it is not desirable 
to attempt to schedule any local Acts 
when some might be omitted. With 
regard to the other point, it was objected 
that the word “like” was a somewhat 
indefinite word. I am, however, assured 
that the phraseology which has been 
adopted in this clause is precisely the 
phraseology of another Act, the Infectious 
Diseases Notification Act, and that in 
that case uo inconvenience has been 
found. As a matter of fact the word 
“same,” which was the word that would 
seem to be the natural one to be adopted, 
would not be convenient. This Billis a 
general Bill for the purpose of making 
general regulations referring to all crema- 
toria. In each of the local Acts they have 
only got their special powers with regard 
to the crematoria under their own 
jurisdiction. Therefore the word “like” 
is thought to be more convenient 
than the word “same.” With regard 
to the point raised by the noble Earl 
the Chairman of Committees, I will 
certainly take care that it is inquired into 
in some way. Of course I am not respon- 
sible for the Local Government Board, 
but the matter shall be brought before: 
them. I may point out, however, that 
this Act does not come into force until 
the Ist day of April next, which would 
leave nine clear months after the Bill 
became an Act, and probably any financial 
arrangements which were in course of 
procedure could be completed within that 
time ; and even if thas was not the case 
it would probably be no very great in- 
convenience, if the matter had to be put 
off longer, that the remaining sum had to 
be raised under the general Act rather 
than under the local Act. 
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Lorp MONKSWELL: I do not know 
how long the noble Lord thinks it will 
take to obtain the opinion of the Local 
| Government Board on this matter. The 
session is now getting very much ad- 
vanced; I am told that there is a 
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possibility of this Bill passing this year 
if it leaves this House at once. I do not 
know whether there is any objection to 
taking the Third Reading on Monday. 


Lorp BELPER: With regard to what 
the noble Lord said as to the chance of 
the Bill passing this session, I was asked 
by the Secretary of State to say that, 
although the Home Office had: moved a 
great many Amendments in this Bill, 


which they thought necessary in case the | 


Bill passed at all, they do not wish it to 
be understood that they necessarily will 
take any responsibility with regard to the 
future procedure on the Bill. 


Bill to be read 3% on Monday next. 


BURIAL GROUNDS BILL. 


Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed. 


LAND REGISTRY (NEW 
BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3" on Monday next. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) EXTENSION BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 


‘Order). 


Clause 1 :— 

Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: I men- 
tioned to the noble Viscount, when this 
Bill was last before us, two points on Sub- 
section (2) of this clause. One was as 
to whether the expression “ contractors ” 
would apply to labourers who were em- 
ployed themselves directly on piecework. 
The other pcint was as to the word 
“habitually.” The noble Viscount was 
kind enough to say that he would look 
into the matter and say whether he was 


quite satisfied that the words carried out | 


the intention of the Bill. 


Tue LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): Your Lordships are fortunate 
enough to have here the noble Lord who 
was Attorney General at the time this Bill 
was passing through the other House, 
and he will no doubt explain exactly the 
grounds on which these words can be 
justified. 

Lord Monkswell. 
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| THe Kart or KIMBERLEY: My 
point was merely this. The word 
“habitually” is no doubt a very general 
; word, and I merely expressed a fear, 
| which I have no doubt the noble Lord will 
| be able to dispel, that that word may lead 
| to inconvenience and litigation. 
| 

Lorp ALVERSTONE: I think I ean 
explain the matter in a few sentences. [ 
will first say what it was that we tried 
to aim at. Where a man tilled 
his own land, and as a rule never 
employed labour — perhaps his son 
worked with him—we considered that he 
should not come within the Act just 
because he happened to have a few 
‘labourers at harvest time. The word 
“ perpetually” was suggested, and also 
the word “continually,” but it was 
pointed out that employment of labour 
for six or seven consecutive days might 
bring a man within either of those words. 
Finally, it was determined to adopt the 
word “habitually ” as one which has a 
distinct popular meaning. I ventured in 
the other House to give three illustrations, 
which I venture to think will commend 
themselves to your Lordships as they did 
to that House. The law does know 
‘something about the word “habitually.” 
We have the “habitual drunkard ” ; that 
_Means a man who is not always drunk, 
but whose habit is to drink. We have 
ithe “habitual criminal”; that means a 
man who is not always committing crime, 
but whose habit is to commit crime. 
Thirdly, in another place I pointed out that 
we had (your Lordships would not say that 
we have here) the “ habitual bore” ; that 
is, aman who is not always a bore, but 
whose habit is to bore. It occurred to 
us that the word which most nearly 


expresses ordinary employment in a 
popular way would be the word 


“habitually.” The matter was dis- 
cussed for a considerable time, and 
_ nobody was able to suggest a better word. 
I think it is a good thing to have a popu- 
lar word in an Act of Parliament of this 
| kind, so that it may be construed in a 
|popular sense; and the words, “any 
employer who habitually employs one or 
more workmen” will indicate the class of 
persons intended to be brought within 
the scope of the Bill. 


| THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I am 
much obliged to the noble Lord for his 


explanation. No doubt he is a very com- 
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petent judge as to whether this word 
would -be likely to give rise to any diffi- | 
culty in the courts. But I confess [| 
should have thought that it was a word | 
which, for the very reason that it was | 
popular and vague, would be likely to | 
lead to a good deal of dispute. However, | 
I will not pursue the matter. 


*LorpD HERRIES: I should like to ask 
the noble Lord in charge of the Bill this | 
question. It very often happens in | 
agricultural districts that a man—perhaps | 
a small holder of land—undertakes to 
plough or hoe land at so much an acre, 
with his own horses. In Sub section (2) | 
there is this proviso— 

“Provided that where the contractor pro- 
vides and uses machinery for the purpose of | 
threshing, ploughing, or other agricultural 
work, he and he alone shall be liable.” 

Would horses be held to come within | 
those words? Suppose a man who 
contracts for this work takes a young 
horse of his own, and that young horse | 
kicks him or his labourer, it would be | 
rather hard that the employer should be 
liable to pay compensation. 


Lorp HENEAGE: I may mention 
another point of the same sort. It isa 
very common mode of procedure—in Lin- | 
colnshire, at any rate—for landlords’ agents 
tolet the loading of wood to a contractor. | 
Who will be responsible for any injury 
which may take place in the loading of 
timber if it is done by contract and the 
carts belong to the contractor ; will it 
come under the second sub-section or | 
under the first ? 


Lorp ALVERSTONE: I do not think 
there is any doubt that this Act will be 
read as one Act with the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act of 1897. Therefore, 
the proviso in Section 4 of the latter Act 
will apply, and the position will be that 
there will be the remedy against the 
employer who has sub-contracted the | 
work, and there will be the remedy over 
against the contractor by the employer | 
if the circumstances are such that the 
law would give him a remedy. When 
once you include forestry (which, I pre- 
sume, would cover the operations the | 
noble Lord opposite has referred to), | 
there is no distinction between the con- 
tractor employed for that kind of work | 


| 
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| “machinery,” to 
/ mechanical power.” 


|'meet the 


|as “ machinery.” 
/ contractor may make use of his own 
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tion of ploughing land and work of that 
kind, the real question will be: Is there 
a sub-contract for agricultural work? If 
so, it would come within the provisions 
of the Bill, and the workman would have 
his remedy against the employer, with 
the remedy over to which I have re- 
ferred. 


LORD HENEAGE: I amafraid I have 
not made my point clear. At line 15 
there is this proviso— 


“Provided that where the contractor pro- 


| vides and uses machinery for the purpose of 
| threshing, ploughing, or other agricultural 
| work, he, and he alone, shall be liable under 


this Act to pay compensation to any workman 
employed by him on such work.” 


Then, by Sub-section (3)— 


‘The expression ‘agriculture’ includes hor- 
ticulture, forestry,” 
and soon. Therefore, according to the 
Bill, as I read it, anything done with 
regard to woods would come under the 
proviso, and not under the original Act. 


Viscount CROSS: With regard to 
the question put by Lord Herries, I have 


/an Amendment to propose to Clause 1— 


on page 1, in line 15, after the word 
insert “driven by 
That, I think, will 
meet the point. 

Lord HERRIES: That would not 
point I raised. I think 


“horses” should be introduced, as well 
It is possible that a 


horse, and if he happened to make use 


| of a bad-tempered horse, who kicked and 
‘injured him, the undertaker ought not to 


be liable. 


Lorp ALVERSTONE: Inthe special 
case that is put of threshing, ploughing, 
or other agricultural work, there is an 
express proviso that in that case the only 
person to be liable will be the person who 
contracts. I thought the noble Lord was 
asking about the general provisions of 
the Bill. In the special case he refers to 
it is quite clear that the sub-contractor 
only is intended to be liable. 


THE Earu or KIMBERLEY : I think 
what my noble friend is in doubt about 
is, whether that would apply to the case 
of horses. The words are— 


“Where the contractor provides and uses. 


and the sub-contractor acting under the | machinery for the purpose of threshing or 
original Act. 


With regard to the ques- | ploughing or other agricultural work.” 
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Now, if he uses a timber-gill, which is a} _Lorp ALVERSTONE: I am not at 
cart of a particular kind for carrying | all surprised that the phraseology of this 
timber, if the horse that he happened to | sub-section has raised the doubt expressed 
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employ were, as my noble friend put it, 
vicious, and kicked a labourer, would the 


contractor be liable under the clause, and | 


not the employer in the first instance ? 


Viscount CROSS: That is why I) 


ventured to call attention to the Amend- 
ment that is to be moved later on. When 
these words are in—‘“ driven by mechani- 
cal power ”—then the liability of the sub- 
contractor will be confined exclusively to 
that case. Where it is the ordinary em- 
ployment of horses and mechanical power 
is not used, the general provisions will 
apply. This proviso is only to deal with 
one particular case. The main point 
intended to be met was the question of 
threshing machines, which, as the noble 


Lord knows, employ power other than | 


horses for the purpose of being driven. 


THe Eart or KIMBERIEY: The 
noble Viscount did not answer my ques- 
tion as to the contractor. 
whether he was quite satisfied that “con- 
tractor” would include an_ individual 
doing work by piecework. 

Viscount CROSS: That question has 
been very carefully considered by the 
legal advisers of the Department, and 
they are perfectly satisfied with the words 
as they stand. 





Amendment moved 


“In page 1, line 15, after the word 
‘machinery, to insert the words ‘ driven by 
mechanical power.’ ”—( Viscount Cross.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: I am 
rather puzzled by these words in Sub- 
section (3)— 

“Where any workman is employed by the 
same employer, mainly in agricultural but 
partly or occasionally in other work, this Act 
shall apply also to the employment of the 
workman in such other work.” 


I think I am right in saying that 


I asked him’! 


| by the noble Earl. The governing words 


| are— 
“ Employed by the same employer mainly in 
| agricultural... . work.” 


| You have first to find the servant who is 
‘mainly employed in agricultural work ” ; 
then, if that servant happens to do some- 
| thing else, it may be domestic work, he 
| is to get compensation for injury received 
'in any work in which he is employed. 
'The domestic servant who was not 
“mainly employed in agricultural work ” 
| would not be brought within the scope of 
| the Bill. I agree that you have to make 

some division, and the dividing line is 
indicated by those words, “ mainly em- 
| ployed in agricultural work.” 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: There is an 
anomaly which is very patent on a little 
consideration of this sub-section. To 
follow out the argument of my noble 
friend a little further, we see at line 24— 
“The expression ‘agriculture’ includes 
| horticulture.” 

I will put a concrete case. “ Horticul- 
_ ture,” I suppose, would cover gardeners. 
_In many establishments the gardener 
} sometimes does work in the stable. By 
_the preceding clause it is obvious that if 
‘the man is employed partly or occa- 
| sionally in other work he also receives 
| compensation. Therefore, employed in 
| the stable, he will receive compensation 
|if he is kicked by a horse. But, then, 
| this anomaly will occur. There may be 
'a coachman or a helper in that stable, 
| and, as the noble Earl the Leader of the 
| Opposition has pointed out, by the 
original Act domestic servants are 
| exempted from compensation. Domestic 
|servants include coachmen and grooms. 
| Therefore, the coachman who is doing 
| work in the stable and who is kicked by 
'a horse, would not get compensation, 
| whereas the gardener who is there only 
for casual work, and is kicked by the 
| same horse, would get compensation. 








“‘domestic servant” has never yet been | 

included under the main Act; and it) Lorp ALVERSTONE: No one is 
would seem in this case that if a work-| more conscious of the anomaly than I am, 
man was also employed as a domestic | but, to get over it, the noble Lord must 
servant the employer would become liable | move a clause extending the Bill to 
for accidents occurring to the man in the | domestic servants. As long as you break 
performance of his duty as a domestic; up the servants into classes, then the 
servant. That would be a very large ex-| class you are proposing to make the 
tension of the original Act. ; Bill apply to are to be those “ mainly 


The Earl of Kimberley. 
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employed in agricultural work.” The{ Amendment agreed to. Bill recom- 
anomaly simply arises from the fact that | mitted to the Standing Committee ; and 
you bring your gardener within the | to be printed as amended. (No. 171.) 


scope of the Bill,-and not the ceachman. 
The only way to get rid of the anomaly | DISTRICT COUNCILLORS AND GUAR. 
is.to.extend tthe Bill. DIANS (TERM OF OFFICE) BILL. 


Read 3% (according to Order), and 
Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: I do| passed. 


not quite follow that. The anomaly is House adjourned at a quarter past 


created bytthis Bill. Seven of the clock, to Mon- 
day next, a quarter before 


Eleven of the clock. 





Lorp ALVERSTONE: Certainly. 
THE Eart or KIMBERLEY : Then | 
what is the necessity for the clause? If HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
a man is employed in agricultural work, 
when he sates vith an accident in the Friday, 6th July, 1900. 
course of that.employment he will be en- sche 
titled to compensation ; but where is the hia ‘ saci 
necessity for extending that to the case PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
of other work? It seems to me to be 
the gratuitous creation of what I think to| PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
bea most absurd anomaly—an anomaly; ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY  IN- 
which will not exist if this quite unneces-| QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
sary clause is not put into the Bill. Aman| Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
when he is employed in agricultural work | Report from one of the Examiners of 
will undoubtedly by the Bill be entitled | Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
to compensation ; why should it be neces- | case of the following Bill, originating in 
sary, because he happens to be employed | the Lords, and referred on the First 
in agricultural work, to give him an/| Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
additional privilege? There is no diffi- | previously inquired into, and which are 
culty in getting rid of the anomaly by | applicable thereto, have been complied 
the simple method of striking out the | with, viz. :— 
words altogether. | Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway Bill 
. " . [Lords]. 
Lorp ALVERSTONE: I quite appre- | yer 
ciate the anomaly to which attention is| | Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
called, but the difficulty we had was | time. 
this. We tried—I am speaking of those | . b R 
who then were discussing the Bill—to get | CITY OF scoops LIGHTING 
rid of litigation as far as we could ; and | : , 
this difficulty was pointed out. Take the| Lords Amendments considered, and 
gardener, who prima facie comes under | agreed to. 
the Bill. Suppose he happens to be em- | : ‘ 
ployed for on an or = in doing some | Cnees bere eo ane 
work which is not gardening, and meets | 3 f 
with an accident. You would have | 
immediately a controversy in the law | 
De at Se 0 oe ee | ANCASHIRE AND YORKAHIRE RAIL 
he injury in the course of doing one WAY BILL. 
piece of work or another; and it was 
thought to be better that the man who| WOODBRIDGE DISTRICT WATER 
came within the scope of the Bill should be BILL. 
within it for all the work that he did. I Lords Amendments considered, and 
am not justifying the anomaly ; but that | agreed to. 
was considered to be the best way of 
getting over the difficulty. It was| EAST STIRLINGSHIRE WATER BILL 








Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to, with Amendments. 


thought better to distinguish between the [Lords]. 
classes of workmen, rather than between | Read the third time, and passed, with 
the classes of work. Amendments. 
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BURNLEY CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 


Petitions. 


EDINBURGH DISTRICT LUNACY 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered; Amend- 
ments made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATIUN 
BILL [Lords]. 

Read a second time, and committed. 
LONDON (SOUTHWARK) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


LONDON (ST. LUKE) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments  [Pro- 


visional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


ASTON MANOR TRAMWAYS BILL 
[Lords]. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro- | 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie | 
upon the Table. | 

Bill, as amended, to be considered upon | 
Monday next. 

| 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro- | 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY 
COMPANY BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Airdrie and 
Coatbridge Tramways Bill; Airdrie, 








MONS} Petitions. 
| Coatbridge, and District Water Trust 
| Bill ; Brighton Corporation Bill ; Reading 
Corporation (Tramways) Bill; and Wol- 


| verhampton Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
|Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating 
to Bedford Corporation Tramways, Bootle 
Corporation Tramways, Radcliffe Urban 
District Council Tramways, St. Helens 
Corporation Tramways and Warwick 
Tramways. Tramways Orders Confirma- 
tion (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to pro- 
vide for the conversion of the capital 
stocks of the Crystal Palace Company 
into shares; and to empower them to 
raise additional capital; and for other 
purposes. Crystal Palace Company Bill 


| Lords}. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 287. } 

CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read the first time ; and referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Kirkcaldy, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 
Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO: 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Pickering 
(three); Helmsley; Fartown; Kirby 
Moorside ; Sheepbridge ; Gilling ; 
Whitby; Settle; Carlisle ; Patrington; 
Keynsham; London; Birmingham; 
Thornton (two) ; Tamworth ; Atherstone; 
Polesworth ; Chester; and Forest Hill; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Kirkcaldy, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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Petitions in favour, from Fartown ; 
Pickering (two); Kirby Moorside ; 
Whitby ; Sheepbridge ; Gilling ; Gorbal’s 
Cross; Farsley; Honiton; Keighley ; 
Thornton ; Birmingham ; Glasgow ; Ches- 
ter (two); and St. Ives (two); to lie 
upon the Table. 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE (CLERKS). 
Return [presented 3rd July] to be 
printed. [No. 259.] 


POLLING DISTRICTS (LONDON). 


Copy presented, of Orders made by the 
London County Council dividing the 
Parliamentary Boroughs of Camberwell 
(Dulwich Division), Wandsworth, Hack- 
ney (North Division), and Finsbury 
(Central Division), into convenient Poll- 
ing Districts [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH (DUBLIN) 
(COMMITTEE). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Committee appointed by the Local 
Government Board for Ireland to inquire 
into the Public Health of the City of 
Dublin [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

Copy presented, of Minutes of Evi- 
dence taken before the Committee 
appointed by the Local Government 
Board for Ireland to inquire into the 
Public Health of the City of Dublin [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(Ne. 1) BILL. 


Return presented, relative thereto [or- 
dered 5th July ; Mr. Ritchie] ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 260.] 


TREATY SERIES (No. 12, 1900). 


Copy presented, of Accession of the 
Republic of Uruguay to the Convention 


signed at Geneva. 22nd August, 1864, for | 


the Amelioration of the Condition of the 


Wounded in Armies in the Field, 3rd | 


May, 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
TREATY SERIES (No. 13, 1900). 
Copy presented, of International Con- 
vention respecting the Liquor Traffic in 


{6 JuLy 1900} 
SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) | Africa. 
BILL. 


774 
Signed at Brussels, 8th June, 
Ratifications deposited at Brussels 


8th and 19th June, 1900 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 


| 1899. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Caledonian Canal.—Copy of Ninety- 
fifth Report of the Commissioners [by 
Act]; to be printed. [No. 261.] 


PRISON OFFICERS (PENSIONS). 
Address for “Return showing the 
practice of the late Prison authorities in 
England and Wales in granting Pensions 
to Prison Officers under Section 15 of 
the Prison Act, 1865, in the following 
form :— 





Prison 
zuthority. 


Name of 


ee 
= articulars. 
Polson. Particulars 





—(Mr. John Hutton.) 


SHEBEENS IN TOWNS (IRELAND). 

Return ordered, “of the number of 
prosecutions for Shebeening, the number 
of convictions obtained, the number of 
Clubs in which intoxicating liquors are 
sold, and the number of convictions for 
Shebeening where imprisonment was im- 
posed as a penalty, in each of the cities of 
Belfast, Dublin, Cork, Limerick, and 
Waterford, during the period from the 
Ist day of January, 1898, till the 31st 


vd 


' day of May, 1900.”—(Mr. Macaleese.) 


QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
JAPANESE HELP IN SUPPRESSING 
DISTURBANCES. 

Str E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
(Sheftield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Government of Japan 
have received the mandate of all the 
Powers to undertake the relief, if possible, 
of the Legations and the suppression of 
the disturbances in Northern China, and 
have accepted the proposal. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FORFOREIGN AFFAIRS(Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): The Government of 
Japan have received assurances from Her 
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Majesty’s Government that the prompt | have no complete Returns on the subject. 


despatch by them ofa large force to Ta-ku 
would be welcomed by us ; that no objec- 
tion has been raised by any European | 
Power to this course. Negotiations are 
»still proceeding, and I am not im a position | 
to make a further statement. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, | 
Scotland): Am I right in assuming the 
right hon. Gentleman to mean that the 


request to Japan was unanimous on the | 


part of the Powers ? 
[No answer was returned. ] 


RECENT NEWS. 
Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
‘(Stirling Burghs) : Has the Under Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs any information 
.about China ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. 


I am 


.afraid we have nothing to add to the news 


-already in the possession of the House. 


PAPERS ON CHINA. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 


State for Foreign Affairs whether Papers 
| SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—STORES BOR- 


respecting the affairs in China, in con- 
itinuation of those issued in March, and 


bringing information up to the date of | 


recent events, will be laid before Parlia- 
“ment ; and how soon this will be done. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Papers will be pre- 
jpared as soon as possible. 


NAVAL OFFICERS AND FOREIGN 
LANGUAGES. 


Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) : I) 


beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty if he can state how many officers 
borne on the books of Her Majesty’s 
: ships on the China station can speak any 
language other than English ; and can he 
_give the number of those on the station 


who have qualified as interpreters in| 


Russian, French, or German respectively. 


THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) : Of the officers borne 
‘on the ships on the China station there 


.are three qualified as interpreters in 
French, two in German, and one in 
Russian. As to how many more officers 


may possess a knowledge of languages 
‘other than their own I cannot say. We 


| We know of twelve said to speak French 
_and two German. 


Sirk J. COLOMB: To what branch of 
the Navy does the Russian interpreter 
belong ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
must ask for notice of any further ques- 
tion. 


SUGGESTED NEGOTIATIONS — FOR 


PEACE IN SOUTH AFRICA IN VIEW 
OF CHINESE COMPLICATIONS. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


'I beg to ask the First Lord of the 


Treasury whether, in view of the serious 
complications in China, the Government 
are prepared to negotiate for a cessation 
of the war in South Africa, guaranteeing 
the independence of the South African 
Republics. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): We do not propose to modify our 
South African policy in consequence of 
any events outside South Africa. 


ROWED BY ARMY FROM NAVY. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will consent to lay 
upon the Table at an early date a Return 
showing the amounts of the various 
classes of warlike stores borrowed by 
the Army from the Navy for the purposes 
of the campaign in South Africa. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is impos- 
sible to get the information at the present 
moment. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Can 
we not have it down to the end of last 
year ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman will put that question down I 
will inquire. 


COURT -MARTIAL ADMINISTRATION. 

The following question appeared on the 
Paper :— 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Toask theSecretary of State forthe Colonies 
whether two persons, named Van der 
Valt and Boogsen, were recently tried and 
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convicted by a court-martial at Colesberg, 
in Cape Colony; could he state to the 
House with what offence or offences they 
were charged, what were the sentences 
imposed by the court-martial, and did the 
Attorney General of the colony report 
against the justice of the conviction in 
either or both of these cases; have the 
sentences been since reduced, and by what 
authority and on what grounds ; and can 
he say whether military tribunals are still 
taking cognisance of offences against the 
criminal law of the colony, notwithstand- 
ing that the ordinary courts of the 
country are and have for some time been 


open. 


When called upon by the SPEAKER to 
put the question.— 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
sid: I have received a request from the 
nght hon. Gentleman the Secretary for 
the Colonies that I should address this 
question to the Under Secretary for War, 
but, with every possible respect for that 
hon. Gentleman, I must decline to do so, 
because I regard the Secretary of State 
ior the Colonies as the proper guardian of 
the civil rights of Her Majesty’s subjects 
in the Cape Colony. I shall therefore 
repeat the question, with all respect, on 
Monday. 


IMPERIAL _YEOMANRY PRISONERS 
WITH THE BOERS. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
toask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he has or can procure the 
names of the men, as well as officers, of 
the 13th Imperial Yeomanry and other 
corps who are prisoners of war at Nooit- 
gedacht, and information as to their food, 
thelter, and clothing, and as to any sick 
and wounded among them, also whether 
te has any information as to the effect 
if the place of their imprisonment and 
teatment on their health and life. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynvuHaq, 
Dover): Consul General Crowe has 
btained a partial list of the British 
jisoners in Boer hands. This was for- 
varded by telegraph and published to-day. 
fonsul Crowe has been instructed to 
brward by cable any further names which 
be may obtain. The War Office has no 
ilicial information as to the health of the 
jsoners, but is aware that Consul Crowe 

taken active steps to supply them 
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with medicines, necessaries, clothing, and 
money. ‘The latest information which 
has reached the Government points to a 
general amelioration of their condition. 


ROODEVAL ENGAGEMENT, 7TH JUNE 
—CAPTURE OF THE DERBYSHIRE 
BATTALION. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War if he will explain why the 
account, now in the possession of the War 
Office, giving the details of the surrender 
of the 4th Battalion of the Derbyshire 
Regiment, has been withheld from pub- 
lication. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must refer the 
hon. Member to the answer given yester- 
day by the first Lord of the Treasury to 
the Leader of the Opposition.+ 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Then am I 
to understand that these documents will 
be furnished in due course? That was 
the trend of the First Lord’s reply. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am, perhaps, 
venturing too much in speaking only 
from memory, but I think my right hon. 
friend said that he would confer with the 
Secretary of State as to the publication of 
the despatches. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May I ask 
the First Lord whether he did not say 
yesterday that these documents would be 
published in due course ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is an irregular question. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I knew it 


was. 


ROODEVAL ENGAGEMENT—RESPONSI- 
BILITY FOR THE DISASTER. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether it was the absolute duty of 
Lord Methuen to guard the railway be- 
tween Roodeval and America, which was 
destroyed by the Boer forces in the raid 
upon the line of communications in which 
the 4th Battalion of the Sherwood 
Foresters were surrounded and taken 
prisoners on the 7th June ; whether Lord 
Methuen with a reconstituted division 
was upwards of twenty miles from the 
scene of the raid on the railway, and had 








+ See page 622 of this volume. 
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temporarily abandoned the task of guard- 
ing the railway in order to take supplies 
to General Colville at Heilbron; and 
whether it is proposed to hold an investi- 
gation for the purpose of ascertaining the 
officer or officers to whom the respons 
hity of the rout and surrender of a whole 
battalion at Roodeval appertains. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am unable to 
answer the first two questions. 
regard to the third, it is for Lord 
Roberts to decide whether an investiga- 
tion is necessary. 


GENERAL COLVILLE. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask | 


the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether General Colville has been re- 
moved from his command in South 
Africa ; and, if so, upon what grounds. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No 
has been received on this subject in the 


War Office. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will. the 
Secretary of State make inquiries, or 
will it be left to the discretion of Lord 
Roberts 2 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
must have gathered that it is not the 
policy of the Government to ask Lord 
Roberts for an explanation of every piece 


of telegraphic news the meaning of which | 


is not immediately apparent. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I will put 
a question to the First Lord on Monday. 


ORANGE RIVER COLONY AND PENNY 
POSTAGE. 

*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Hertfordshire, 

Hertford): I beg to ask theSecretary to the 


Treasury, as representing the Postmaster | 


General, whether instructions will be 
given without delay to reduce the postage 
ot letters to all persons in the Orange 
River Colony to one penny per half-ounce. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnsury, 
Preston): The Postmaster General is 
awaiting the decision of Her Majesty’s 
Government on the subject. 


PATRIOTIC FUND—WIDOWS’ ALLOW- | 


ANCES. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester,S.W.): | 


{COMMONS} 


With | 


information | 


Questions. 780) 


| Report of the Committee on the various 
| War Funds was issued the Patriotic 
| Commissioners have reduced the allow- 
ance of 5s. per week given by them to. 
widows previous to such Report to the 
sum of 3s. per week; and whether, as 
| the Comniittee contemplated, as is shown 
in the Report, that larger rather than 
/smaller sums should be granted by the 
| Patriotic Commissioners, the Govern- 
ment are prepared to advise the abolition 
of the said Commissioners, and whether 
| the Government are willing to provide 
| adequately for the wives and dependents 
of those who lose their lives in the service 
of their country. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Lam in receipt 
of a communication from the Commis- 
sioners of the Royal Patriotic Fund, 
'which deals with the third part of my 
hon. friend’s question. The Commis- 
sioners say that the widows placed on the 
| Transvaal War Fund have not had any 
different treatment meted out to them 
| since the issue of the Report of the War 
| Funds Commission. A small proportion 
|of the total number of widows on the 
‘fund have had their allowances altered 
both before and since the issue of the 
|Report by reason of their having been 
granted permanent annuities of a sub- 
| stantial character from overlapping local 
‘funds; and it would be unfair to other 
widows if such further allowances were 
|not taken into account by the Commis- 
sioners. But the Commissioners have 
undertaken to frame a scheme of allow- 
ances for all widows when the war is 
over, and when the number of applica- 
tions has been definitely ascertained. As. 
'to the second paragraph of my _ hon. 
friend’s question, he is probably aware 
that the Government have pledged them- 
selves to deal with the question of 
making provision for all widows and 
orphans. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: May I ask 
whether that is the answer of the 
Patriotic Commissioners or of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s own? Because, in the 
‘former case, I take leave to question its 
accuracy. 


| 


[No answer was given. | 

UNDER-AGE RECRUITS—CASE OF 
PATRICK WALSH. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) : I beg to 


I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea-| ask the Under Secretary of State for 


sury whether he is! aware that since the 


| War whether he is aware that a boy 
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781 Questions. 
named Patrick Walsh, whose regimental 
number is 6,106, enlisted in the Ist 
Battalion Royal Munster Fusiliers in 
October, 1898, and that prior to his last 
enlistment he joined the Army, but was 
discharged in March, 1898, being then 
under fourteen years of age ; whether he 
can state if Patrick Walsh is now serving 
as asoldier in South Africa ; and whether, 
seeing that he is now only sixteen years 
old, his immediate discharge from the 
Army will be granted in accordance with 
the request of his parents. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are as 
stated by the hon. Member. When they 
were made known to the War Office last 
November a letter was sent to the 
General Officer commanding the Cork 
district, in which his attention was called 
to the case, and explanations from the 
officers concerned were demanded. These 
explanations were received. The Ap- 
proving Officer expresses unqualified re- 
sret, and states in extenuation that 
Private Walsh when enlisted presented 
the appearance of maturity. He further 
states that he has often had occasion to 
question the correctness of birth certifi- 


cates, and has even been in correspon- | 


dence with the Registrar General in 
Ireland on the subject. The medical 
officer is so strongly of the same opinion 
with regard to the maturity of the youth 
he examined that he believes personation 
has taken place. The recruiting officer 
admits the possibility of error, and points 
out that in 1899 500 recruits were ac- 
cepted and 300 rejected in his district, and 


that Walsh’s name is a very common one , 


in Listowel, where he was enlisted. It is 
an unsatisfactory case The boy seems 
to have been determined to enter the 
Army, and as he is now in South Africa 
itis impossible to discharge him before 
the end of the war; but his father has 
been been directed to apply again as soon 
as the war is over. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Has a boy fourteen | 


years of age arrived at maturity for war 
purposes ! 
to his parents when they applied at the 
War Office ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question 
raises the points with which I have at- 
tempted to deal. The boy’s height, 


weight, and chest measurement were ail | 


abnormal, so that it was easy to mistake 


his age. 


{6 JuLy 1900} 


Why was information refused | 
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Mr. FLAVIN: He must be valuable 
for the front, then. 


LONDON TELEGRAPHIST VOLUN- 
TEERS—CAMP LEAVE. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
members of the London Scottish Volun- 
teers who are employed at the Central 
Telegraph Office, London, have been re- 
fused leave of absence to attend camps of 
military instruction ; and will he have in- 
quiry made into the matter with a view 
to a short term of leave being granted. 


Mr. HANBURY: Every effort is 
made to enable officers of the Post Office 
who are Volunteers to attend camps of in- 
struction this year ; but owing to the large 
number of officers who have been with- 
drawn for service in South Africa, it is 
not possible, with due regard to the exi- 
gencies of the service, to allow more 
than a limited number to go. 


INTERNATIONAL FISHERIES CON- 
FERENCE AT STOCKHOLM. 
Caprain SiNCLAIR (Forfarshire): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the British 
delegate to the International Fisheries 
Conference, held at Stockholm last year, 


| has made any report of those proceedings 


to Her Majesty’s Government ; and, if so, 
whether it will be issued as a Parliamen- 
tary Paper. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: A Report has been 
received and the question of its publication 
will be considered when the correspon- 
dence between the British and Swedish 
Governments has been concluded. 


Caprain SINCLAIR: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Swedish Government, 
some months ago, communicated to Her 
Majesty’s Government, the other North 
Sea Powers, and Russia, that it accepted 
the programme of the International 
Fisheries Conference held at Stockholm 
last year, and is resolved, in case of 
agreement on the part of the other 
Governments interested, to ask from the 
Riksdag the funds necessary to carry it 
out; whether favourable replies have 
been received by the Swedish Govern- 
ment from the Governments of Norway 
and Germany concerning the co-operation 








783 
proposed by the Stockholm Conference ; 
and whether any, and, if so, what, reply 
has been made by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to this communication from the 
Swedish Government. 


(Questions. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: As I stated in 
answer to a question on Ist May, com- 
munications are at present passing 
between the British and Swedish Govern- 
ments with regard to the participation of 
Great Britain in certain investigations 
concerning the fishing industry which 
were recommended by the Conference. 
These communications are not yet com- 
pleted, and I am therefore not able to 
make a more definite statement. 


BRITISH SEA FISHERIES—ANADRO- 
MOUS FISHES. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he is aware that the 
United States Commission of Fish and 
Fisheries have ascertained and have 
stated, at page 105 of their Report for 
1897, that the diminution in the number 
of sea fish, such as cod and haddock, on 
the coasts of the United States is accom- 
panied by a depletion of anadromous 
fishes, such as the salmon, which leave 
the sea at certain seasons for the rivers ; 
and that it appears that any measures 
tending to restore the anadromous fishes 
to their former abundance will also im- 
prove the, coast fisheries; and will he 
consider whether any steps can be taken 
to improve the sea fisheries of the Eng- 
lish, Scotch, and Irish coasts by measures 
tending to restore the anadroms which 
frequent the rivers of Ireland. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuie, Croydon) : 
No, Sir, lam not. The passage which 
my hon. friend has quoted with some con- 
siderable approach to accuracy is an 


expression of opinion by Mr. Charles H. | 


Stevenson, contained in an appendix to 
the Report for 1898 of the Commissioner 
for Fish and Fisheries. The question 
whether any measures can be taken to add 
to the number of anadroms in the rivers 


of Ireland is being at present considered | 


by a Viceregal Commission. It is im- 


possible for me to say whether any steps | 
can be taken to improve the sea fisheries of | 


the English, Scotch and Irish coasts by 
such measures until I know what such 
measures are. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 784 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman wait for the Report 
of that Commission before proceeding with 
the Undersized Fish Bill ? 


not deal with anadroms. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman say the direct con- 
nection between the scarcity of one and 
the scarcity of the other ? 


Mr. RITCHIE did not reply. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Can the 


right hon. Gentleman say, for the infor- 





mation of Irish Members interested in 
| fisheries, what an anadromous fish is ? 

Mr. RITCHIE : It isa fish which lives, 
sometimes in the sea and sometimes in the 
river. 


LIGHTHOUSE COMMUNICATION ~ 
WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY. 

Sirk R. PENROSE - FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he will be good 
enough to state whether communication 
between the East Goodwin light-vessel 
and the main land by wireless telegraphy, 
for life-saving purposes, is in working 
order; and, if not, whether he will 
explain the grounds of delay; and 
whether he is aware that the system in 
question is in constant use for life-saving 
and commercial purposes between the 
Borkum light-vessel, twenty miles from 
the receiving station on the main land. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The wireless tele- 
| graphy communication between the East 
Goodwin light-vessel and the mainland 
was established for experimental purposes 
only, and has now been discontinued. I 
am not aware of the exact nature of the 
system in use on the Borkum light-vessel. 
The question of using a system of wire- 
less telegraphy for purposes of communi- 
cation with lighthouses and light-vessels 
is before an Inter-Departmental Com- 





mittee, who have very difficult questions 
of patent rights to consider. 


| RAILWAYS—COMMUNICATION WITH 
| GUARD ON PASSENGER TRAINS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
| of the Board of Trade, having regard to 
| the fact that the principal railway con- 
| panies decided some time since to adopt 


Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir ; that Bill does. 
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the brake system of communication be- 
tween railway passengers and the guard, 
will he state the names of the companies 
now using this system. 


Questions. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I am not in the pos- 
session of exhaustive information on the 
subject, but I will take steps to obtain 
it, and communicate with the hon. 
Member. 


POSTAL EMPLOYEES AND CITIZENS’ 
RIGHTS. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 


Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to | 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- | 
master General, whether there is any | 


statute 


Office servants, who are also officers of | 
their trade unions, from exercising the 


right of approach to candidates for Parlia- 
ment possessed by ordinary citizens and 
officials of other organisations. 


Mr. HANBURY: No distinction, of 
course, is drawn in this respect between a 
Post Office servant who is an officer of a | 
trade union and one who is not. All Post | 
Office servants, like all other niembers of 
the Civil Service of the Crown, are | 
necessarily required to serve with equal 
fidelity under whatever political party | 
may for the time be in power, and are | 
therefore expected not to take any | 
public part in supporting or opposing any 
particular candidate or party. This is 
specially necessary in the case of those 
who are brought into daily contact, in the | 
discharge of their official duties, with all 
sections of the public, as most of the Post 
Office servants are. No statute and no 
regulation exists debarring any Post 
Office servant from approaching candi- | 
dates for Parliament ; but it is, of course, 
within the discretion of the Postmaster | 
General, as it would be in the discretion 
of the head of any other Department of | 
the State, to frame such a regulation if 
he considers it necessary in the public 
interest. 


Mr. STEADMAN: Does the right hon. | 
Gentleman’s answer refer to officials as 
well as members of trades unions ? 


Mr. HANBURY: It applies to all in 
the Postal service, whether they belong to | 
trades unions or not. | 


{6 Juty 1900} 


or regulation debarring Post | 
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DELAY OF AUSTRALIAN MAILS. 


| Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the- 
| Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
|General, whether his attention has been: 
| called to the delay in the transit of the 
| Australian mails per Orient Steam Navi- 
| gation Company’s steamers from Naples 
'to London ; and whether the mails by the: 
| Orient steamer which arrived at Naples 
'on Friday last have yet been delivered 
/in London ; and, if so, will he state when 

the mails left Naples and when they 
| arrived in London. ; 


| Mr. HANBURY: The transit through: 


| Italy and France of the Australian mails. 
| landed at Naples is the subject of special. 
attention ; and continued effort is made. 
The 
last homeward Orient packet arrived at. 
Naples not on Friday but on Saturday 
last, and the mails were despatched from 
Naples shortly before midnight. Through 
irregularities, however, in the Italian rail-- 
way service they did not reach London 
till Tuesday night, and the London corre- 
| spondence was delivered on Wednesday 
Representations have been 


|to prevent delay in that service. 


morning. 


| made to the Italian Post Office on the 
| subject. 


ESTATE DUTY IN SCOTLAND. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he will issue instructions. 
| to the sheriff clerks in Scotland to receive 
the inventories and expede confirmations. 
in favour of the executors of persons 
entitled to the benefits conferred by 
Section 14 of the Finance Act, 1900, 
without requiring estate duty to be first 
paid in all cases where the estate would 
otherwise be liable to the fixed duty of 
thirty shillings or fifty shillings, and thus 
imposing on the executors the burden of 
recovering this duty later on. 

THe CHANCELLOR oF THE EX" 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Brac, 


| Bristol, W.): The procedure suggested 
| would not be possible in cases falling 


under Section 14 of the Finance Act, 
1900, as the remission therein provided is 
conditional upon the discretion of the 
Treasury acting upon a recommendation 
of the Sezretary of State or of the 
Admiralty, and it would be obviously im- 
possible for sheriff clerks to know ante- 
cedently whether such discretion would 
be exercised. 





‘787 Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 788 
POSTAL FACILITIES IN SCOTTISH STORNOWAY COMMISSIONERS’ 
CONGESTED DISTRICTS. EDUCATION MEMORIAL. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that under Section 4, sub-section (f), of 
the Congested Districts (Scotland) Act, 
the Congested Districts Board is em- 
powered to provide guarantees for tele- 
graph extensions or such other postal 
facilities (including money order and 
savings bank business) as may be within 
the power of the Postmaster General to 
ord under guarantee ; and in view of 
the fact that in some parts of the con- 
gested districts the Postmaster General 
has not felt himself justified in granting 
the postal deliveries sought by the inhabi- 
tants on the ground that they might 
result in a loss to the Revenue, will he 
state whether he would consider the ex- 
pediency of providing such facilities if the 
Congested Districts Board undertook to 
guarantee the Department against loss 
under the section above referred to. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
‘General is aware of the statutory pro- 
visions referred to. If the Congested 
Districts Board see fit to make any pro- 
posal in the sense indicated by the hon. 
Member it will receive the Postmaster 
‘General’s careful consideration. 


HIGHLAND LINE FISHING INDUSTRY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 
‘Scotland has received a memorial from 
the Lewis and Harris Association, and 
from nine other Highland associations, 
urging that the line fishing industry in 
Highland and Hebridean waters is im- 
perfectly protected from the depredations 
of illegal trawlers, and, in view o the 
fact that the associations suggest that one 
or two swift boats, capable of putting to 
‘sea in any ordinary weather, should be 
placed on police duty round the shores of 


the Hebrides and adjacent mainland, will | 


he state whether the Secretary for Scot- 
acting on the suggestion. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
‘(GRAHAM Murray,  Buteshire): The 
memorial was received two days ago, and 
is under consideration, and a reply will 
Ibe sent in due course. 


| experiments made by Mr. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for Scot- 
land has received a memorial from the 
Stornoway Burgh Commissioners pointing 
out that under the Education (Scotland) 
Bill now before Parliament moneys which 
are now applied in relief of the rates will 
be used for the purpose of secondary edu- 
cation ; and will he state what steps he 
proposes to take in regard to the Com- 
missioners’ suggestion that the Congested 
Districts Board should be empowered to 
apply a portion of the moneys at its dis- 
posal to the purposes of secondary educa- 
tion, so that congested areas, such as the 
parish of Stornoway and Island of Lewis, 
where the rates are higher than in other 
districts in Scotland, may be relieved of 
the increased burdens imposed by the 
Bill. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Secretary for Scotland has received the 
memorial containing the suggestion for 
an Amendment to the Education Bill re- 
ferred to by the hon. Member. It appears, 
however, to his Lordship that, apart from 
the merits of the proposal, it is not one 
which could readily be inserted in the 
Education Bill, but would require separate 
legislation, which he is not at this period 
of the session prepared to initiate. 


POTATO-GROWING IN SCOTLAND. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, whether he is aware that 
O'Sullivan, of 
Athea, county Limerick, show that the 
yield of a potato crop may be increased to 
the extent of 80 per cent. ; and will he have 
some inquiries made into the matter with 


|a view to similar experiments by the 
Congested Districts Board for Scotland. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: On 
the information supplied there does not 
seem sufficient evidence in favour of the 
proposal to come under any obligation 


regarding it. 
land will consider the expediency of | 


Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): Seeing 


‘that the Irish Agricultural Department 


are inquiring, why should not the Scottish 


| Board do the same ? 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. Gen- 
tleman obtain from the Irish Department 
any information it may have obtained ? 
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*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I 
have said there does not seem sufficient 
evidence to justify one coming under any 
obligation regarding it. 


SCOTTISH FISHERY CRUISER. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state what progress is 
being made with the Fishery Board’s new 
cruiser, and when she will be ready for 
SeIVICG. 
*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Fishery Board that satis- 
factory progress has been made with the 
new cruiser, and it is fully anticipated that 
she will be completed within the period 
mentioned in the contract—namely, the 
20th December next. 


DUBLIN SORTING OFFICE DUTIES. 
Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- | 


ing the Postmaster General, whether the 
triple duty has been reintroduced in the 
Dublin sorting office, under a system by 
which officers perform three attendances, 
amounting in the aggregate to eight and 
.ahalf or nine hours, the excess over eight 
hours being paid for as overtime ; and 
whether an arrangement could be made 
to zonfine the number of attendances to 
two per day, in accordance with recent 
decisions, and in the event of a third 
.attendance being necessary, the same to 
be paid for as overtime. 


Mr. HANBURY: The triple duty has 
not been reintroduced into the Dublin 
sorting office, but a few of the sorting 
‘clerks are occasionally required to attend 
three times a day in cases of exceptional 
pressure, and they are then paid at the 
usual rates for extra duty for all atten- 
dance in excess of eight hours, in accor- 
‘dance with the regulations. No depar- 
‘ture from this rule would be warranted. 


COUTEHILL (CAVAN) POST OFFICE. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
‘General, if he can state why the use of 
the old post office in Cootehill, county 
Cavan, has been discontinued ; whether 
he is aware that the old office was con- 
fined to postal work, whilst the new office 
is part of an apothecary’s shop; and can 
he say at what cost the fixtures of the 
office were removed, and by whom the 
‘cost will be borne. 


VOL. LXXXYV. | [FourtH. SERIEs.] 


Mr. HANBURY: The use of the pre- 
mises in which the post office business 
was formerly carried on at Cootehill has 
been discontinued because a new sub- 
postmaster has been appointed who does 
not reside on those premises. The 
|former sub-postmistress carried on no 
| other business than that of the post office, 
| whilst the new sub-postmaster is a chemist 
—but provides proper accommodation for 
the post office work. The question 
| whether the fixtures formerly in use 
|should be taken over by the new sub- 
postmaster is entirely a matter~ for 
arrangement between the former and 
| present holder of the appointment. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: But why is 
|the new postmaster to be allowed to 
| carry on his business, whereas his pre- 
decessor had to give hers up and devote 
her whole time to the work of the post 
office ? 


Mr. HANBURY : I am told that that is 
not the case, and that the late sub-post- 
mistress had no business at all. 





ROCKCORRY LICENSING SESSIONS. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether there 
was due compliance with the rule which 
requires publication of intention and 
notice to the police in the matter of a new 
licence or transfer of licence, in the case 
wherein Mr. Leslie, agent of the Dartrey 
estate, recently obtained a transfer at 
Rockcorry petty sessions ; is he aware 
that the original applicant for this 
transfer was a person named Clarke, and 
that Mr. Leslie left the bench and had 
Clarke’s name removed from the applica- 
tion and his own substituted ; can he say 
whether Clarke or Mr. Leslie is the 
tenant of the premises to which the 
licence is attached; and, if, Mr. Leslie, 
does that gentleman, in compliance with 
the requirements of the law, sleep on the 
premises ; if Clarke, how can that person 
trade and receive spirits under permit in 
his own name while the licence is in the 
name of Leslie ; can he explain why one 
of the magistrates who granted the permit 
was drawn from the Castleblayney petty 
sessions district, and had he power to act ; 
and will any action be taken in this cace. 


‘Yue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Ba.trour, Leeds, 
Central) : There was no obligation to give 
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the police the notice referred to in the 
first paragraph, and the notice was not 
given. I have no information as to the 
second and third paragraphs. The magis- 
trate referred to in the fourth paragraph 
is presumably Mr. McCabe. He is a 
justice for the county Monaghan. As I 
have already stated, the Executive do not 
propose to take any action in the matter. 


(Questions. 


BURIAL GROUNDS ON ARRAN 
ISLANDS. 

Mr. SHEEHY (Galway, 8.) I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary tothe Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the condition of the 
burial grounds in the Arran Islands, 
Galway ; is he aware that the caretaker 
on one of the burial grounds instead of 
protecting it actually lets the grass for 
grazing purposes, and allows the wire 
fences put up at considerable expense by 
the local authority to be destroyed ; can 
he state whether there is a caretaker for 
the second burial ground ; whether it is 
the duty of the Local Government Board 
Inspector to visit these burial grounds 
from time to time and see that the public 
health is not endangered by their un- 
sanitary condition; and how often the 
inspector has visited these islands during 
the last twelve months. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Representa- 
tions have been made to the Local 
Government Board by the Rev. Mr. 
Farragher, P.P., respecting the condition 
of these burial grounds, and the Board 
are in communication with the Galway 
Rural District Council on the subject. | 
The matters to which the rev. gentle: | 
man has drawn attention relate rather to- 
defects in connection with the caretaking, 
such as the failure to paint the gates and 
to prevent injury to the wire fences, etc., 
and it has not been alleged that any 
danger to the public health is involved 
such as is suggested in the question. The 
matter is entirely one for the local 
authority to deal with, and the Board’s 
inspectors do not visit local graveyards: 
unless their attention is specially directed 
to their condition. I ain unable to say 
hew often the inspector visited the 
islands during the past year at such short 
notice. 


LORD EMLY’S LIMERICK SPEECH. 
*Sir J. COLOMB: On behalf of the 
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of Devonshire, I beg to ask the Chief See-. 
retary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. 
if his attention has been called to a speech 
mad} by Lord Emly at Limerick on the: 
29th ult., which, if correctly reported, 
would constitute an incitement to commit 
a breach of the peace; and whether he 
proposes to take any action in the matter; 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: My attention 
has been directed to a newspaper report 
of the speech in question, which, as re- 
ported, is of the character mentioned. 
The meeting at which the speech was. 
delivered was, however, held indoors, and 
there is no evidence forthcoming of the 
language used on the occasion. 


Questions. 


ENNISKILLEN CEMETERY. 

Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): I’ 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is, 
aware that, prior to the Local Govern- 
ment Board Order of 15th May, 1899, 
the area of charge for maintenance of: 
Enniskillen cemetery was not the electoral 
division of Enniskillen,.which then com- 
prised the present district electoral 
divisions of Enniskillen urban and Ennis- 
killen rural, and that by Article 1 of the 
above Order the area of charge in future 
for the cemetery is Rural District No. ]j. 
which does not comprise the district elec- 
toral division of Enniskillen urban, and 
as the Local Government Board have 
refused to alter that Order, will he take: 
steps to include Enniskillen urban division 
in the chargeable area, as the cemetery 
has been since its opening used almost 
entirely by inhabitants of the said town, 
and was provided to meet their require- 
ments, one of the town graveyards having’ 
been: closed by order of the sanitary’ 
authority. 


Mr..G. W..BALFOUR: The grave- 
yard is situated in the rural district, and 
is vested in the rural district council. 
The Board have been advised that the 
expenses. incurred by the rural district 


council, as a burial board, should be: 


charged on and paid out of the poor rates 
of the rural district. The Local Govern- 


ment Board cannot include the urban dis-- 


trict in the areaof charge so long as the 
burial ground remains the property of 
the rural district council. The rural and 


urban district councils have been advised 
by the Board to consider the question of 
transferring the cemetery to the urban. 





hon. Member for the Torquay. Division. 


district. . 
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793 Questions. 


MACROSS UNION. 


{6 Juty 1900} 
LABOURERS’ COTTAGES IN CARRICK- 


794 


| land whether he is aware that the short- 
| hand writer charged the Carrickmacross 


Questions. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg | Board of Guardians £25 5s. during the 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | last inquiry in reference to the erection 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware | of labourers’ cottages in that union ; and 
that the arbitrator, in reference to the| whether he can state if the sum men- 


scheme of labourers’ cottages in Carrick- 
oD 


macross Union, now nearly completed, 
made the following charges—namely, 


correspondence with clerk, one hour, | 


10s. 6d. ; travelling, four hours, £2 2s. ; 
rail to Carrickmacross, £1 1s. 4d.; one 
night from home, £1 1s. ; hearing claims, 
ten hours, £3 3s. ; inspecting sites and 
back to Belfast, nine hours, £3 3s. ; 
making up valuation and forming award, 
six hours, £3 3s.; completing award, 
four hours, £2 2s. ; 
plain why in one instance that the arbi- 


trator charged 10s. 6d. per hour, and in | 


another 6s. 4d. per hour, whether the 
arbitrator can charge what he pleases, 
and if he is a servant of the Govern- 
ment ; and whether he can state if the 


Local Government Board received any of | 
the money in the arbitrator’s account | 
charged to the Carrickmacross Board of | 


(uardians, and whether he will inquire 
into these charges with a view to a 
refund, 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The expenses 
of the arbitrator are accurately set forth 
in the first paragraph. 
discrepancy referred to in the second 


paragraph is thus explained: the usual | 


fee is £3 3s. per day of not less than six 


hours, which is equivalent to 10s. 6d. per. 
hour, whereas the arbitrator charged that | 


fee in respect of one day of ten hours 
work, which was equivalent to 6s. 4d. per 
hour. The arbitrator's expenses are paid 
according to scale, and he cannot charge 
what he pleases. He is not a paid servant 
of the Government. 
amount was paid to the arbitrator him- 


self, and no portion was received by the | 
Department. The guardians were invited | 


to submit any objections to the payment 
of the account. Apparently, however, 
they considered the charges reasonable, 
for they at once paid the arbitrator the 
full amount of his claim. It is not in- 
tended to make any further inquiry in 
the matter. 


CARRICKMACROSS INQUIRY—SHORT- | 


HAND WRITER'S FEES. 
_ Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 





whether he can ex- | 


The apparent | 


The whole of the | 


| tioned was charged by scale, or if he can 
| explain how this account was made up. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The account 
referred to in the first paragraph was 
furnished in relation to an inquiry held 
in April, 1898. The charges made by the 
| shorthand writer were strictly in accord- 
ance with scale. 


EDUCATION—NEW SCHEME—POSI- 
TION OF INSPECTORS. 

| Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
bour): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, as in the new scheme proposed 
by the National Board of Education in 
Ireland the six head inspectors are re- 
duced to the same rank as sixteen of the 
subordinates who have been serving 
under them, he can state if this reduction 
also involves a loss in certain emoluments 
which attached to their office, and whether 
it is intended also to prevent the head 
inspectors in future from reaching the 
higher offices which have hitherto been 
open to them ; and have the head inspec- 
tors protested against this change in the 
/conditions upon which they entered the 
service, is it the intention of the Com- 
mission to compel them to accept the 
change without any compensation, and 
will the whole scheme of the Commis- 
| sioners be laid before Parliament before 
being finally adopted. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The six head 
inspectors have not been reduced in rank, 
though their title has been altered and 
their sphere of duties somewhat changed ; 
but sixteen distriet inspectors have been 
promoted to the same rank as the head 
| inspectors. Both the salaries and the 
| possible pensions of the head inspectors 
| have been considerably increased. The 
| old scale of salaries commenced at £500. 
| The maximum was £600. The maximum 
| of the new scale of their salaries is £700, 
an increase of £100 per annum, or 16°6 
| per cent. The highest possible pension a 
| head inspector could obtain under the old 
| scale was £400 per annum. Under the 
new scale he can obtain a pension of 


| £466 13s. 4d., an increase of £66 13s. 4d 
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per annum, or 16°6 per cent. 
has been made in the rates of travelling 


expenses or of personal allowance to these , 


officers. It has never been contemplated 
that these allowances were to be a source 
ot additional emolument to the officers 
receiving them, but were merely to cover 
actual expenses out of pocket. The Com- 
missioners have made no new rules in 
regard to the higher offices in their gift, 
in the filling of which they have always 
exercised, and will continue to exercise, 
their own unfettered discretion.- The 
head inspectors made certain representa- 
tions to the Commissioners in regard to 
their change of title from head inspectors 
to that of senior inspectors, the contem- 
plated changes in the duties to be in 
future assigned to them, and the possible 
loss of emoluments from perquisites 
derived from their allowances. These 
representations were fully considered. No 
change whatever has been made in the 
conditions under which those inspectors 
entered the service, except that, as already 
stated, their actual and _ prospective 
salaries have beenimproved. The change 
in the regulations regarding the inspec- 
torate, which are for the benefit of all 
the inspectors (including the six officers 
referred to in the question), and also for 
the benefit of the great body of the 
teachers, have been carefully considered 
in detail by the Irish Government, the 
Treasury, and the Commissioners, and 
have been fully approved generally in 
connection with the entire new scheme. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
When will the new scheme be pub- 
lished ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I cannot say 
precisely. 

Mr. CLANCY: Will it be in the 
hands of hon. Members before the Vote 


is taken ? 


Mr.G. W. BALFOUR: Iwill endeavour 
to secure that. 


Mr. CLANCY : Does not the right hon. 
Gentleman think it absolutely necessary 
that the Irish Members 
cuss the Vote ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


{COMMONS} 


No change | 
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possession of the scheme before they dis- | 
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Questions. 


TEACHERS’ REMUNERATION— 
RESULT FEES. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state if Irish 
National school teachers will be paid by 
way of usual result fees such sums of 
money as will compensate them fully for 
the educational instruction given by said 
teachers in their several schools as from 
the date of their last examinations up 
to the 3lst March, 1900, between which 
dates they have received no result fees, 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Results fees 
were abolished from the 31st March, 
| 1900. Every teacher will, however, re- 
ceive an equivalent payment for result 
fees that would have accrued up to the 
31st March last had the results system 
continued in operation. This has been 
explained to the teachers and managers 
by a circular letter from the Education 
Office. 


ARDSTRAW NATIONAL SCHOOL 
TEACHERS. 

SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrene, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state upon what grounds payment of the 
salary of the assistant teacher of the 
National school at Ardstraw, in the 
county of Tyrone, which accrued between 
Ist October, 1898, and lst January, 1899, 
was withheld, although the required 
average of sixty pupils was more than 
maintained during that period, and 
although payment of such salaries on an 
average of sixty pupils was sanctioned 
by the Treasury as from Ist October, 
1898. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am informed 
| by the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion that the salary of the assistant 
'teacher of the National school at Ard- 
straw for the quarter ended 31st De- 
cember, 1898, has not been paid because 
the claim made by the manager was not 
‘from Ist October, but from Ist August, 
1898, and such claim cannot be allowed. 
Before the 1st October, 1898, a quarterly 
average attendance of seventy pupils 
was required for recognition of an assis- 

tant, and this condition was not fulfilled. 
A claim for salary from 1st October, 1898, 
if made, will be favourably considered. 
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197 Questions. 
MUNSTER DAIRY SCHOOL AND AGRI. | 
CULTURAL INSTITUTE. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Department of Agricul- 
ture for Ireland whether his attention | 
has been called to the meeting of the 
Munster Dairy School and Agricultural 
Institute at Cork on the 2nd instant ; anc 
whether, in view of the general testi- | 
mony as to the valuable results in 
respect to the dairying industry brought 
about by the instruction given in that 
school and by the employment of itiner- 
ant dairy instructors, and of the statement 
of the President, the Department of 
Agriculture will undertake to give equal 
encouragement to the dairying industry 
as to the creamery system. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE 
ror IRELAND (Mr. PLUNKETT, Dublin 
Co, S.): Attention has been drawn 
to the report of the meeting held on 2nd 
instant in connection with the Munster 
Institute. The Department fully intends 
that in the development of the Institute 
every feature of its work which has been 
found of utility to the farming community, 
such as intinerant dairy instruction, will 
be continued. The Department will give 
due attention to all forms of the dairying 
industry. 


IRISH PRISONS--SICK REGULATIONS. 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, having regard to 
the fact that, as deposed to by Dr. 
Moriarty and also by Governor Andrews 
at the recent inquest on Andrew Cull, at 
Cork Prison, the doctor of a prison has 
the right to report to the Prisons Board 
that any prisoner suffering from ill-health | 
should be discharged where the doctor 
believed further imprisonment would 
endanger the prisoner’s life ; whether, as 
also deposed to by the doctor, there were 
occasions when his recommendations for 
the discharge of prisoners because of ill- 
health were ignored by the Dublin Castle 
authorities ; and will he cause inquiries 
to be made in this matter. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It is the duty 
of the medical officer of a prison, when he 
considers a prisoner’s life to be in danger 
by further confinement, to at once report 
his opinion to the Prisons Board. ‘The 
medical officer of Cork Prison states he 
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has recommended the discharge of one or 


, two prisoners, although the Lord Lieute- 


nant did not consider there were sufficient 
grounds for acting upon the recommenda- 
tion. As I have already stated, the exer- 
cise of the power to discharge a prisoner 
is vested in the Lord Lieutenant alone, 
and the question whether a recommenda- 
tion of the medical officer in this respect 
should be acted upon is one entirely for 
his Excellency’s decision. I see no 
reasons for directing any further inquiry 
in the matter. 


EVICTION ON THE WARDEN ESTATE. 
Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 


| Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 


land whether he can state what amourt 
of arrears were due on the farm from 
which Hussey was evicted on the Warden 
property; whether the arrears due 
accrued during the tenancy of Hussey’s 
predecessors ; and whether he can state 
if Hussey, prior to his eviction by Mr. 
Warden, offered to pay twelve months 
arrears, and if so, whether this offer of 
Hussey was accepted by the landlord, 
and will he cause inquiry to be made in 
this case. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The arrears 
due on the holding from which Hussey 
was evicted amounted to £11 12s. 6d. 
He had paid no rent, I believe, since he 
was put into the farm as sub-tenant. I 
have no information as to the last para- 
graph. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether this man did not 
offer twelve months arrears of rent ? 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have 


information on that point. 


no 


Mr. FLAVIN: I will repeat the ques- 


tion. 


BALFOUR: It is of no 


I have no power in the 


Mr. G. W. 
use doing that. 
matter. 


VALENCIA HARBOUR AND CAHER. 
CIVEEN RIVER. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that inconveni- 
ence is caused to fishermen and injury to 
their boats for the want of a perch or 
buoy in the Caherciveen river, and that 
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communications have taken place between 
fishermen in the district and _ several 
Government public boards in connection 
with this matter; and whether, seeing 
that Kerry County Council unanimously 
passed a resolution requesting the Govern- 
ment Department to take action in the 
matter, he will take such steps as may be 


necessary for the erection of the perch or | 


buoy for the better security of. fishermen 
and their boats. I beg also to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Kerry County Coun- 
cil unanimously passed a resolution asking 
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THEFTS OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCE 
IN TRANSIT. 

Mr. ARCHDALE: I beg to ask the 
Vice President of the Department of 
Agriculture for Ireland if his attention 
| has been called to the losses suffered by 
| irish farmers owing to the pilfering and 
| wholesale robbery of their butter and 
other produce during its transit to 
| customers in England ; and whether the 
| Department can devise some means, 
| either by the appointment of an official 
| to supervise all rates and charges or some 
| other way, by which such losses can be 
| prevented. 





that the Government should erect a buoy | 


or perch on certain rocks in Valencia Har- | 


bour—namely, to perch a rock known as 
Lackavallig, and also to place a bell buoy 
on a sunken rock almost opposite 
Valencia Island lighthouse, and north- 
west of Begrish Island; and whether, 
seeing that the absence of this perch and 


bell buoy causes danger to life and pro- | 


perty in the districts mentioned, he will 


give a favourable consideration to the | 


request, 


Mr. PLUNKETT: The resolutions of 
the county council, to which reference is 


made, were considered by the Congested | 
Districts Board at their meeting held in | 


April last, when it was decided that the 
Board could not undertake either of the 
works mentioned. The Board have been 


advised that the works could only be | 


carried out by a local lighthouse authority 


within the meaning of the Merchant | 


Shipping Acts. 


ROADS BOAT SLIP, SOUTH KERRY. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Ireland whether he is aware that incon- | 


venience and hardship is caused to a 


number of fishermen in the surrounding | 
districts owing to the unfinished state of | 


the Roads boat slip, in South Kerry ; 
and whether, having regard to the fact 


that a portion of the people have to} 


subsist on the fishing industry, steps will 
be taken to give the fishermen improved 
facilities at the Roads boat slip for the 


safe launching and landing of fishing | 


boats and better security of human life. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: The question of 
effecting improvements in the boat slip at 


. . | 
Roads is at present under the considera- 


tion of the Congested Districts Board. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: The attention of 
|the Department has been directed to 
complaints of the character mentioned in 
| the question. The matter is at present 
| under the consideration of the Depart- 
| ment. 


MILITARY LANDS BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 


| second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 285.] 


VOLUNTEERS BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 286.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to the Com- 
_monwealth of Australia Constitution Bill, 
| without amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill in- 
| tituled, “An Act to extend the opera- 
tion of The Union of Benefices Act, 
1860.” Union of Benefices Act (1860) 
Amendment Bill { Lords]. 


Queen Anne’s Bounty Board (Joint 
Committee)—That they propose that 
the Joint Committee appointed to 
‘consider the constitution of Queen 
Anne’s Bounty Board, and to report 
whether economy and efficiency of 
administration would be promoted by 
‘any change in its constitution or by its 
amalgamation with any other body, do 
meet in Committee Room 14 on Monday 
| next at half-past Three of the clock. 
| So much of the Lords Message (this 
'day) as relates to the time and place of 
meeting of the Joint Committee on 
| Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, considered. 


| 
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Ordered, That the Committee of this 
House do meet the Lords Committee as | 
proposed by their Lordships. 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them | 
therewith.—(Sir William Walrond.) 


‘SUPPLY [17TH ALLOTTED Day]. 
‘Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


(CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Cxass II. 

1. Motion made and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding £8,095, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Office of Her Majesty’s Secretary 
for Scotland and Subordinate Offices, 
including a Grant in Aid of the Congested 
Districts (Scotland) Fund.” 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
J rise to move a reduction of this Vote in 
connection with the sum devoted to the 
Congested Districts Board ; and I have 
put down the notice of reduction in order 
to indicate that we who represent 
northern constituencies in Scotland have 
something like a Scottish grievance in 
connection ‘with the action of the Con- 
gested Districts Board generally. In 
May last* this Committee sat to consider 
a proposal to vote a grant in aid to this 
very Board, and on that occasion I made 
some comments on the action of that 
Board which could scarcely be construed 
‘asin any degree favourable to it. How- 
ever, it is right I should point out that 
there was no Report on the action of the 
Board in the hands of the members of 
the Committee at the time the Vote was 
brought under debate. The Lord Advo- 
ate, in his reply, accused me of making 
irresponsible charges, of speaking in 
ignorance, and of using wild and rash 
language. I make no complaint person. 
ally with regard to that. So far as I am 
concerned, | pay no attention to it at 
all. But there was much more than a 
mere personal element in the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech, because, if the 


_* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxiii., page 649. 








{6 JuLY 1900} 


| relieve the congested districts, that they 
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charges I made were irresponsible, if I 
spoke in ignorance, and if I used wild and 
rash language, it is perfectly obvious that 
the only inference to be drawn is that 
there was no foundation for those 
charges, and that they ought never to 
have been made. Now, this House has, 
and, indeed, ought to possess, great power 
over the public purse, and I cannot help 
thinking it is a very unsatisfactory state 
of affairs when you have a Government 
coming to the House and asking for 
money before it has produced any Report 
on the action of the Board by which that 
money is to be spent. It is obvious, if 
the Government will not publish Reports 
before Votes are taken, that it is im- 
possible for Members who are asked to 
discuss the Vote to be thoroughly 
possessed of the facts which are in the 
possession of the Government. I 
certainly cannot understand why we 
should not have had the Report before 
the grant was asked for, seeing that the 
Lord Advocate had a copy of it in his 
hand and treated the Committee for 
about three-quarters of an hour to a lec- 


_ture based on the very document which 


had been withheld from the members of 
the Committee. He said that the 
charges I made were irresponsible. By 
that I understood him to mean that they 
were of no significance, and were not 
founded on fact. What were the charges 
I made? In the first place I said that 
the money granted to the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board had been granted mainly for 
two purposes ; one for the purchase of 
land to relieve the congested districts of 
Scotland, and the other for the promotion 
of migration. I added that the Govern- 
ment had not expended a single sovereiga 
in the purease of land for the purpose 
indicated, and neither had they migrated 
a single crofter. Were these charges 
irresponsible ? Were they true or not? 
In February last the Lord Advocate said 
that £1,451 had been actually expended 
on migration ; yet not a single crofter has 
been migrated, judging from the Report 
which has recently been placed “in our 
hands. I see a good deal there about the 
spraying of potatoes, so perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman, in speaking of migration, 
refers to the migration of microbes. I 
charge this Congested Districts Board, 
which has been in existence since 1897, 
and in possession of public funds for the 
purpose of procuring lands in order to 
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have not purchased any land, and have | 
not relieved any congestion in the northern 
districts. The Lord Advocate cited one 
specific instance with regard to the! 
Strathnaver holdings, but that scheme 
appears to have been a total failure, for 
not a single crofter took advantage of it, 
and it has practically been abandoned. 
The words of the Report on this point 
are— 
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“From this document [resolutions passed at 
a meeting at Bettyhill] it will be seen that 
the condition proposed by us which seemed to 
cause the greatest difficulty in the way of the 
success of our scheme, was that which had 
reference to taking the sheep stock at valua- 
tion.” 


And again— 


“Tt seemed difficult, therefore, in view of 
the disappointing response, to proceed further 
with the scheme as proposed, and it appeared 
as if the insufficiency of the number of suitable 
applicants would make it necessary for us to 
decline to purchase this portion of Syre.” 


I should explain that there were only 
twelve applicants for eleven of the six- 
teen holdings, and of these several stated 
that they would not take any portion otf 
the present stock, although it was offered 
to them at a price to be fixed by agree- 
ment instead of by valuation. The 
Board continue— 

“In these cireumstanes the Board regret that 
they do not feel justified in proceeding with the 
scheme, and cannot accept the offer which you 
[i.e., the applicant] has made. They may 
possibly even be obliged to relinquish the 
option of purchase of the farm in question, 
and abandon the attempt to make it available 
for small holdings, a result which the Board 
would deeply regret.” 


I cannot help thinking it was scarcely 


generous on the part of the Lord 
Advocate to accuse me of making 


irresponsible charges, when he at the 
same moment held in his hand a 
copy of the Report from which I have 
just quoted. There has been a meeting 
of some members of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board and a number of gentlemen 
representing the crofters of Sutherland- 
shire, in which this scheme was carefully 
gone over, and the very items I have 
pointed out are amongst those to which 
strong objection was taken by the crofter 
representatives. It has been pointed out 
that three-fourths of the population are 
not in a position to touch such holdings | 
as were proposed by the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board. It has been shown too— 
and the Lord Advocate himself should : 
have known it—that to ask the crofters | 


Mr. Hedderwick. 


{COMMONS} 
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to take over sheep at a Highland valua- 
tion was a thing which no shrewd man or 
no man of common sense, who knew any- 
thing about the Highland valuation of 
sheep, would have anything to do with. 
There was also a proposition that these un- 
fortunate crofters should take advantage 
of what was described by the Lord Advo- 
cate as being a very handsome condition 
—they were to pay so much in respect of 
the shootings over the lands. But the 
land had been cut up into innumerable: 
small holdings, and if the shootings were 


| to be cut up in the same way and given, 


to alarge number of small proprietors 
what value would have attached to them ? 
Could the Lord Advocate have guaranteed 
that the value of the shootings would 
have continued for any length of time? 
A scheme containing such a condition 
could not be applicable to small crofters, 
who have the greatest difficulty in the 
world in keeping body and soul together. 
It is simply absurd and preposterous. I say,. 
therefore, that the charges I made were 
not irresponsible but were well founded, 
as is borne out in this very Report. I 
may further point out that the Board’ 
actually desired to charge these crofters 
at the rate of 3s. 103d. per yard for fene- 
ing. Anyone must know that that is too 
high a figure for such fencing as is put 
up in these places. I know that when I 
have had any put up I have had it done: 
at a lower price, and, therefore, when you 
are dealing with men of small means, or 
with no means at all, I think one is. 
entitled to claim that they should not be 
subjected to such exceptional charges. 
Then I come to the Borve holdings, andl 
will quote this paragraph from the 
Report— 

“From Mr. Carmichael’s report we learned! 
for the first time that it was considered im- 
nen to cut the farm up into twenty- 
our distinct lots, and that it was now pro- 
posed to mark off twenty-four small blocks of 
land beside the houses, amounting in all to 
little more than eighty acres, and that the re- 
mainder of the farm should be held and 
worked in common.” 

The Board finish up on this point by 
frankly stating that the only lot which 
was applied for was taken by the Free 
Church minister. I have no objection to 
this, but it is surely reducing the efforts 
of this Board to an absurdity when you 
find that the only result of their attempt 
to reduce the congestion of the crofter 
districts in the Highlands is an assignment 
of a holding to a Free Church minister, 
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who certainly cannot be considered | 
to be a crofter. Then the Board | 


started apparently to get feus for fisher- | 
men. They gota plot of land of about | 
seven acres near Stornoway. What was | 
the result? The Report tells us that-— 

“At the expiry of the period fixed in the | 
notice the only applicant was a fisherman from | 
Garrabost, who appeared to be a suitable person 
for the purpose we had in view, but as he was 
theonly applicant for any one of thetwenty-nine 
feus proposed we had to express to him our re- 
gret that it was impossible for us to proceed 
further with the scheme.” 


This, the third scheme of this Board, 
proved to be an absolute futility. Now I 
come to the Glendale holdings, with 
reference to which the Commissioners 
say— 

“We entertained the application favour- 
ably, and were prepared to accede to it. But 
meantime it transpired that the proprietor had 
made other arrangements as to the said lands, 
and the application was withdrawn.” 


Then comes the Bay Farm (Skye) scheme, 
as to which the Commissioners say— 
“This scheme includes the formation of 
certain roads and the erection of a boundary 
fence. If carried out there is reason to hope 
that it may be attended with success.” 
There you have from the Report of the 
Commissioners themselves the whole 
account of their endeavours to relieve the 
congested districts in the north of Scot- 
land by the purchase of land, and I say 
again, as I said in May, that the main 
purpose for which this House voted a sum 
of money and entrusted the expenditure 
of it to the Commission has practically 
failed. They have done nothing in the 
direction it was intended they should go 
We know from the Lord Advocate that 
last year they spent over £2,000 in ad- 
ministrative expenses, a sum which, I sup- 
pose, goes in large salaries to certain 
gentlemen or officials connected with the 
Board. But, so far as the main purposes | 
of the Congested Districts Act are con- 
cerned, the work: of the Commissioners 
has been futile, and the charges which I 
made, and which the Lord Advocate re- 
presented to be irresponsible, were charges | 


which have unfortunately only too much , 
has a Report in his hand which is not 


substance. They have done something, 
of course. They have devoted some 
attention to bee-keeping, and we learn 
from their Report that they started with 
three hives, swarms, and outfits, which 
were sent to a certain man in 
the Highlands. I gather also that 
they sent 143 sittings of eggs to 
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various parts, and they have purchased a. 
certain number of bulls, rams, and stal- 
lions in order to improve the breed of 
stock in the Highlands. I do not deny 
that all this is very desireble, but it was 
not the main object for which this money 
was voted by the House of Commons,. 
Certain work has been done, or is pro- 
mised to be done, in regard to piers and 
roads. No doubt that, too, is desirable, 
especially if the piers are put in places 
which are suitable ; but from my experi- 


'ence in connection with the neighbour- 


hood, while the Orkney Commissioners 
have erected piers at great expense in 
places where there is no very considerable 
traffic, they have absolutely refused to. 
consider the question of erecting a pier at 
St. Margaret’s Hope, where mail steamers. 
call, and where one is very desirable 
indeed. Bearing in mind all the facts I 
have stated, I submit that this Com- 
mittee is entitled to use its discretion as 
to continuing to vote money for a Board 
which does not devote it to the real pur- 
pose for which it was originally granted, 
however desirable may be the objects 
to which it is actually applied. 
There is another matter with which I 
must deal before I sit down. In the de- 
bate in 1899, the Lord Advoeate took 
credit for a scheme which had been in 
embryo. It was a scheme of the Secre- 
tary for Scotland to devote a considerable 
sum of money for a specific purpose. 
That purpose was technical education, 
and the Lord Advocate, in the course of 
his speech, said he was glad to think that 
when hon. Members had in their hands 
copies of this Report which I now have 
in my hand they would perceive that the 
responsibility for the failure of that 
measure to pass had been put on the 
right shoulders—namely, the shoulders of 
myself and the hon. friends who sit  be- 
side me. I do not think, if I may be 
allowed to say so, it is proper to use a 
Government Report as a means for 
making an attack on any of the hon. 
Members of this House, but it is still 
worse when that attack is made 
by a member of the Government who. 


in the hands of the Members he is attack- 
ing. While seeking to say the least 
offensive thing I can, I must say that I 
never heard a smaller-minded thing said 
in this House than was said by the Lord 
Advocate when he said he was glad to. 
think that the responsibility for that 
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failure would be put on the right shoul- 
ders—meaning that this Report would 
go down to the constituencies, and that 
the constituencies would see who their 
friends were, I presume. There was an 
informal meeting held in the Lord Advo- 


cate’s room last year, by invitation of the , 


Secretary for Scotland, to consider 
this very scheme, and I should have 
‘thought myself that, being an informal 
meeting, no one would venture to mention 
it in this House. But it has been men- 
tioned, and I feel perfectly free to say 
anything I know on the subject. 
see in the Report that the Board endeavour 
to throw the responsibility for the “ block- 
ing” of the Bill on the Members for 
Northern constituencies. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
‘GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The hon. 
Member will pardon me. What I said 
about the “blocking” of the Bill surely 
referred to a public matter. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK : I accept what 
the Lord Advocate says. At the same 
time I am sure hon. Members sitting on 
this side will remember that the matter 
was specifically referred to, and also the 
fact that there had been a meeting. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: In my 
opinion it is very much to be deprecated 
that you should make allusions to what 
was done at a private meeting. I cer- 
tainly should have transgressed had I 
made allusion to that. Personally I 
think it isa rule that ought not to be 
transgressed. There is not a word in my 
‘speech about that matter. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: My recollec- 
tion of the debate does not exactly tally 
with the statement the Lord Advocate 
has just made, but I will accept the state- 
ment. It is quite possible that my 
memory may be wrong and his accurate. 
I shall not make any further reference to 
what took place at the meeting. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I have 


got Hansard before me. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I shall pass 
from that at once, but I think I am 
entitled to say this—and I donot think the 
Lord Advocate will dispute it for a 
moment — certainly for one I really 
approved of the scheme so far as I knew 


it, but I did not approve of the scheme | 


Mr. Hedderwich:. 


{COMMONS} 


You , 


i he is reading in his hand. 
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until I had ascertained that there were 
available funds in the hands of the 
Districts Board Commissioners—a balance 
of money which might be applied to some 
other purpose which the Secretary for 
Scotland might think desirable and in the 
interest of the crofters in the Highlands, 
The Report itself fortunately contains a 
copy of the Bill which was proposed by 
the Secretary for Scotland, and which 
was not passed. You will find that that 
Bill is in the most general terms possible. 
There is not a word about technical 
education in the whole Bill. I think it 
is simply to the effect that power should 
be given to the Secretary for Scotland 
to utilise the money for any purpose 
which he might think proper. I confess 
that my hon. friends who took the 
view they did take, and who refused to 
allow that Bill to proceed, may very well be 
justified, because no one could foresee what 
the purposes were in the mind of the 
Secretary for Scotland to which he in- 
tended to devote this money if the 
power had been given to him to do 


sO. When you consider the large 
sums of money which the Commis- 
sioners have had in their hands so 


long, and which have not been applied to 
the purposes for which they were voted by 
the House, I confess my hon. colleagues 
will have an admirable case before the 
constituencies if it should be sought by 
the Lord Advocate to use this sentence 
which occurs in the Blue-book and which 
is an endeavour, in point of fact, to 
throw the responsibility on their shoul- 
ders for the failure. I do not know 
whether it is a failure or not, because the 
scheme never passed into being ; and un- 
less it was for technical education it is 
impossible for me to say what the purpose 
was. I deprecate the insertion in Reports 
issued as Government Reports of party 
attacks, and the more especially is that 
form of political warfare to be deprecated 
when those attacks are made by a Member 
of the House in the honourable position 
of Lord Advocate, who is himself the 
only person who has a copy of the Report 
One might 
say a great deal more on this subject, but 
I feel myself that enough has been said. 
I wish to point out to members of the 
Committee that, in point of fact, while the 
administrative expenses have been going 
on in connection with this Congested 
Districts Board, there has been no expen- 
diture by the Board upon the purposes 
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‘his mouth 


‘which Members 


‘the Highlands very thoroughly. 


‘of the inhabitants of the congested districts. 


‘dix. It was introduced in the House of Lords‘! ) ‘ 
‘with the assistance of the Congested 





for which the money was voted by the | 
House of Commons, although now three | 
years or more have elapsed since the | 
money was voted. Having regard to the | 
fact that this Report, as I said before, is | 
a futility as far as any practical perfor- | 
mance is concerned, I beg to move a re- | 
duction of the Vote by £500. | 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That Item E (Congested Districts | 
Board) be reduced by £500.”—(Mr. 
Hedderwick:) 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
his hon. friend felt very strongly the 


-observations made respecting him and his 
‘colleagues on that side of the House in | 


connection with this matter. He was | 
not going to refer to the interview which 
Members of the House had with the 
Secretary for Scotland. He considered 
that interview private, and had kept | 
closed. The Lord Ad- 


vocate would not deny what he 


stated to the House the last time the 


matter was discussed. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman said he was one of 
those who blocked the Bill. That state- 
ment was absolutely false and unfounded. 
The Lord Advocate had no _ right, 
in the position he occupied, to make 
statements which were inaccurate and | 
without any foundation with regard to 
the attitude and conduct of Members. 
The Lord Advocate at that time en- 
trenched himself behind a Report of , 
of the House had 
no knowledge whatever. It had not 
been issued. He thought that was a 
most unfair advantage to take of Members. 
In the Report they found on page 7— 


“It was obviously inexpedient for us to 
enter upon any enterprise which we were not 


‘quite sure we should have the right to carry 


through in all its developments, and we were | 
advised that the clauses of the Act did not 
cover certain of the objects which were pressed 
upon us by those who knew the necessities of 
Early in 
1899 we urged that a short Bill should be 
prepared giving us power to apply a portion of 
our funds for purposes other than those set 
forth in the Act of 1897, when we were satisfied 
that the expenditure would be for the benefit 


A copy of this Bill will be found in the appen- | 


by the Secretary for Scotland and passed 
through the various stages there; but as it 
was opposed and ‘blocked’ by some of the | 
Members for the constituencies which would | 


-in our opinion have most benefited by its pro- | 
' 
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visions, it had, in the state of public busines<, 
to be withdrawn at the end of July, 1899.” 
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The constituency he represented was the 
constituency that would receive the 
greatest benefit from any such scheme as 
this, and he was particularly careful to 
impress this on the Lord Advocate. He 
was careful to avoid interfering in any 
way with the progress of the Bill. He 
was anxious that it should become law, 


‘and that there should be in Stornoway, 


in the island of Lewis, a scheme carried 
out for the purpose of giving technical 
instruction. He was particularly careful 
not todo anything to hinder or hamper 
the Bill, and yet the Lord Advocate 
months afterwards got: up in his place and 
made a charge against hon. Members with 
respect to the withdrawal of the measure. 
The statement was false and contemptible. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: What 
I did say—I am reading now from Hun- 
sard, which was revised by myself at the 
time ; and as far as my recollection goes I 
know of no reason to question the 
accuracy of the report—what I said was— 


“Hon. Members know that the Bill was 
blocked by hon. Members opposite belonging 
to those very portions of the country whose 
constituents would have been benefited, and 
the responsibility for that failure I am very 
glad to put upon their shoulders.” 


The Member for Wick then said that he 
had not blocked the Bill, and the Member 


for Ross-shire said he had not blocked the 


Bill, and I accepted the disclaimer, but 
said that the hon. Member had been one 
of those who’ prevented it passing. 


*Mr. WEIR again denied that he had 
done anything to hinder or hamper the 
progress of the Bill, and it was most 
ungenerous to allege that Members of 
the House blocked the measure.  Pro- 
bably it was thought that such a state- 
ment might catch votes. If it did catch 
a stray vote or two it was a most con- 
temptible mode of securing them. With 


‘regard to the migration of crofters, he 
'had asked several questions during the 
| session, but had always been told to wait 


until the Report was published. On the 
30th March he asked the Lord Advocate 
how many crofters had been migrated 


Districts Board, and the reply was that 
none had actually been migrated. And 
yet that was the very object for which 
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the Act of Parliament was passed! 


{COMMONS} 
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was impossible for people to enter into 


There was an expenditure during the | such arrangements as were imposed ; they 
year of £8,000, of which £2,114 12s. 4d. | would only saddle themselves with bur- 


went in administrative charges. The 
charges had diminished slightly since, 
but certainly it was not a satisfactory 
way to conduct the business to have such 
excessive charges for administration. If 
the directors of any commercial enter- 
prise tolerated any such expenses, they 
would be cleared out very quickly, but 
because this was a Government Depart- 
ment, they were required to submit to 
them. The Committee had every right 
to object to this state of things, and he 
trusted the Amendment would be pressed 
to a division, as that was the only way in 
which a protest could be lodged against 
the conduct of the Board. There were a 
few matters in the Report to which he 
desired to refer. On page 7 there was 
this paragraph— 

“ A shipowner who is impressed with this 
difficulty offered us the free use of a ship for 
six months to try an experiment he suggested. 
This ship had previously been used as a tender 
to a training ship, and had every requisite on 
board for the purpose suggested. The proposal 
was that there should be a vessel with accom- 
modation for about tifty boys, where for three 
months or the like period each lad should re- 
ceive rudimentary instruction in sea life and 
its usages before being drafted into the regular 
training ship.” 


There was no further information, and he 
should. like to know whether that offer 
had been accepted, and if it had not, 
whether the Admiralty had been ap- 
proached with a view to getting a train- 
ing ship at Stornoway. Highland boys 
would not go to the lowlands of Scotland 


to these training ships. Then came the 
question of holdings, migration, and 


fishermen’s dwellings. Reference had 
been made to some land in the Island of 
Lewis, for which it was arranged the 
tenants should pay £1 5s. per quarter- 
acre. It was monstrous that they should 
be expected to pay £5 per acre. Besides, 
what could be done with quarter-acre 
plots? If only, instead of coming to Par- 
liament and talking on subjects they 
knew nothing about, the Lord Advocate, 
or the Secretary for Scotland, or some 
other responsible person, would visit 
these islands and find out how the people 
lived, they would have more sympathy 
for Highland crofters than they now 
evidenced. There were twenty-six of 
these plots, but he was not surprised to 
find there was only one applicant. It 


Mr. Weir. 


dens they could not bear. 


Statements 
were often made in the House that 
the Highlanders had the means but 
would not pay. That was not true. 
The Highland crofters were honest 
and industrious, and they were willing 
and anxious to pay 20s. in the £, and 
not 5s. or 10s., as the House was fre- 
quently led to believe. What were the 
Board going to do in the matter? Were 
they going to say there was no possible 
chance of getting any land in the Island 
of Lewis? Were they going to throw up 
the sponge and say they had exhausted 
every means for securing land? When 
the Bill was passing through the House 
he had urged there would be great diffi- 
culty in securing land, because there was 
no clause providing for compulsory 
acquisition. What was the Board going 
to do about the waste land in the Island 
of Lewis? Was it impossible to make 
any better arrangements with the land- 
lord? The Committee were entitled to 
some information on this subject. Then 
there was a letter sent from the Land- 
ward Committee, Stornoway, as to condi- 
tions of feu of fishermen’s dwellings. Mr. 
Macfaslane, clerk of the Stornoway 
Parish Council, acting on behalf of the 
people, wrote to the Congested Districts 
Board asking them for information as 
follows— 

“*Each house to be used as a dwelling 


house for one family and for no other purpose.’ 
Please say does this mean that the feuar will 
be prevented from keeping a lodger or lodgers ? 
‘ Keeping a shop or carrying on a trade on the 
feu.’ Does this rule prevent the feuar from 
selling even bread or groceries in any part of 
his house? Or if the feuar fisherman should 
happen to be a tradesman, is he prohibited 
from working at his trade, should he be unable 
to follow the fishing? Is the feuar’s wife or 
other female member of the family prohibited 
from conducting, say, a small dressmaking or 
millinery business ?” 


We would expect the Congested Districts. 
Board to be able to give a direct and 
straight answer to such questions ; but 
what was their reply? On the 27th 
December, 1899, they said— 

“ For trading or business purposes the rate 
of feu duty would be ciubeatally higher.” 


The selling of a few sweets or loaves ot 
bread would make it a trading or business 
place, and the feu duty would be sub- 
_ stantially higher. 


That was a specimen. 
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of sympathy with the people! According | 


to paragraph 2—— 

“If the house remains es<entially a dwelling- 
house the Board do not think that the feuar’s 
wife would be prohibited from carrying on 
such an oceupation as dressmaking, nor do 
they think the feuar himself, while pursuing 
his occupation as a fisherman, would be pre- 
vented, in his spare time, from engaging in 
such mechanical or other industry as can be 
carried on in a dwelling-house.” 

Was it likely any crofter would take a 
feuon such a statement as that! The 
crofter wanted to know absolutely whether 
or not his wife or daughter would be per- 
mitted to carry on a dressmaking business, 
but the reply of Mr. R. Macgregor, the 
secretary to the Board, was that the Board 
“did not think ” she would be prohibited 
from doing so. Then Mr. De Moleyns 
was sent up for the purpose of explaining 
to or teaching the people the potato- 
spraying process. That gentleman issued 
a report on the 12th August, 1899, as to 
the experiments, and he did not after- 
wards go near the places nor send any 
competent person until 21st October, 
when, upon arriving at Stornoway and 
visiting the various places in the island, 
he found all the potato lifting had been 
done. Surely instructions should have 
been issued by the secretary to the Board. 
This was how the money of the Con- 
gested Districts Board was squandered. 
He wished to know something about the 
construction of the Carloway Road. They 
had carried on the work from two ends, 


and they had got stuck in a_ bog, | 


If they drove along that road from 
Stornoway 
get to that bog, and no further. 
that a satisfactory condition of things ? 
Was the right hon. Gentleman aware 


road? Was it for the purpose of catching 
votes in the 1892 election? He did 
not mind the Government getting votes, 
but they should not get them under 
false pretences. It was the duty 
of the Government engineer to see 


that proper plans were prepared, not to | 
exceed £15,000, and if the road was | 


likely to take £25,000 or £30,000, they 
had no business to start it. That was 
how matters were managed for Scotland. 
The receipts of the Congested Districts 
Board amounted to £78,129 6s. 10d., 
and they had a balance in hand of 
£60,134 6s. 8d. There were many 


other items about which he hoped 


{6 JuLy 1900} 


or Carloway, they would | 


Was | 
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the right hon. Gentleman would 
furnish them with the fullest information. 
The balance-sheet showed a balance in 
hand on the Ist of April, 1899, of 
£40,804. There wasa sum of £15,000 
from the Local Taxation (Scotland) Ac- 
count, and £20,000 was the annual sum 
voted by Parliament in aid of the fund. 
Was tht sum of money lying at the 
Bank of Scotland at interest? The 
miscellaneous receipts from agriculture 
were £1,403, and land and migration 
repayments of loans and interest £29 
9s. 6d. As small loans in connection with 
land and migration the crofters had 
£1,310, and they had paid back their first 
instalments, which was very satisfactory 
indeed, and he hoped they should hear no 
more about crofters not paying their 
honest and just debts. On the other side 
of the account they found the administra- 
tive expenses amounting to £1,524. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Captain 
Srncuair, Forfarshire). House counted, 
and forty Members being found present, 


*Mr. WEIR (continuing) said the Re 
port disclosed a most unsatisfactory 
method of keeping the accounts. What 
they wanted, what they were entitled to, 
and what he should continue to press for 
was a detailed statement in the Estimates 
of the amounts expended under the various 
sub-sections. They were entitled to have 
the respective amounts expended under 
those headings. The Congested Districts 
Board had as secretary a man who was a 
clerk in the Exchequer Office in Edin- 
burgh, and he received £650 a year for 


| his services as chief clerk in that office. 
that £15,000 was granted by the Con- | 
servative Government in 1891 for that | 


The Secretary for Scotland had appointed 
him to do the secretarial work of the 
Congested Districts Board of Scotland, 
and he took out of the Congested Districts 
Board’s funds £150 a year. The Board 
also took another £150 a year from the 
fund for the purpose of paying a man to 
do the work which this clerk was not 
able to do in the Exchequer Depart- 
ment. Was that a satisfactory method 
of conducting business? They took 
£300 a year for the purpose of paying 
/a secretary, and the same man had to 
attend to his duties at the Exchequer 
| Office. No wonder he was not acquainted 
| with all the facts. | Had it never entered 
‘the minds of the members of the Con- 
| gested Districts Board that it would be 
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very much better to give this sum of £300 
to one man, who could give his whole 
time to the work of the Board? There 
were plenty of competent men to be 
found in Edinburgh for £300 a year, 


which was the sum now paid for doing | 


the work badly. He hoped the Board 
would give this point consideration. He 


wished also to express his regret at the | 


callous indifference of the Board to carry 
out the provisions of the Act of Parliament 
for the purpose of removing crofters from 
the congested districts. Several years 
ago the right hon. Gentleman said the 
scheme was well in hand, but why did 
the Board not carry it out? Not a single 
crofter had been migrated. This was 
certainly not in accordance with the 
promise of the Secretary for Scotland. 
He hoped the matter would receive the 
attention of the Government. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) : 
I should like to say two or three words 
upon this Vote. A few weeks ago, when 
we had this question before us, the Lord 
Advocate read an extract from the Report 
which we have now got in our hands. 
We are much indebted to the right hon. 
Gentleman for giving us the opportunity, 
now that we are in possession of that Re- 
port, to discuss the subject with greater 
knowledge. One cannot help observing 
that there appears to be a useless expendi- 
ture of money under this Vote. It is not 


very easy to inquire into the origin of | 


this expenditure during the past year, 
which has been transferred from one 
account to another without going back to 
the year 1891. The object of this expen- 
diture was mainly for the construction of 
piers, roads, and public works in the 
Highlands. That remained as a Vote 
upon our Estimates till a couple of years 
ago. During the time that the Liberal 
Government was in office they made 
certain arrangements which they had not 


time to carry out, and they were 
naturally pressed as to what they 
would do in regard to them. They 
were not able to propose any- 


thing directly in the way of carrying out 
that Report, and as a kind of solatium they 
brought forward the Congested Districts 
Board Bill of 1897, which is the Act 
under which this Board exercises its 
powers at the present moment. The 
Board got very wide powers under that 
Act, although not wide enough for the 


desires of the present Secretary for Scot- | 


Mr. Weir. 


{COMMONS} 


land, and they have had a large sum of 
money voted by Parliament every year 
since that time. Although in this Esti- 
mate we are only voting £20,000, there 
is an additional sum of £15,000 per 
annum paid out of the Local Taxation 


| Fund, so that its,income out of the public 


exchequer amounts to no less 
£35,000 per annum. 


than 
My hon. friend has 


| already called attention to the fact that 


the Report we hold in our hands gives a 
statement of accounts down to the 31st 
of March in the present year, and gives 
us information down to the end of the 
last financial year. We find that they 
had in hand a balance of £60,000, 
while their expenditure during that year 
amounted to no more than £20,000. 
[ think the year before it was something 
less than that amount. The Board are at 
the present moment quite unable to spend 
anything like the money that is voted to 
them by Parliament for the purposes 
for which they were created. As the 
Committee knows, this sum is not 
returned in the Exchequer balance, but is 
kept by the Congested Districts Board 
and allowed to accumulate in their hands, 
so that we find that the Secretary for 
Scotland on the 31st of March last had a 
balance of £60,000 in his hands, and he 
asks for £35,000 more this year to spend 
under the provisions of this Act of Par- 
liament. Is it worth while that we 
should go en paying what is really the 
interest upon a million of money which 
is substantially in the hands of the Secre- 
tary for Scotland alone, to spend practi- 
cally in almost any way he chooses in 
certain limited districts and counties in 
Scotland? I think the poliey which per- 
mits such an expenditure of publie money 
by the Secretary for Scotland is very 
questionable indeed, and it becomes still 
more questionable when we hear of the 
great want of success, to put it very 
mildly, of the effort which this Board has 
made to spend the money for the pur- 
poses provided for under the Act of 1897. 
Iam not going into the details of this 
Report nor into the general purposes for 
which the money could be spent. My 
hon. friend the Member for Wick 
has alluded to the question of migration, 
and he has said very truly that in this 
respect the efforts of the Board to spend 
money in new settlements have proved 
practically futile. I think that view is 
entirely borne out by the Report itself. 
If we go into the other subjects and con- 
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sider the purposes for which this money 
has been spent we find the same result ; 
in fact, I think it wouid require a humorist 
to deal with this Report, and that is not 
one of the characteristics of Scotch 
Members, and I am sure it is not one of 
my characteristics. I must decline even 
an effort to deal adequately with the 
transactions of a body supplying bulls and 
stallions, which are described in almost 
equally humorous language upon some 
of the pages of the Report, and they have 
met with an extraordinary want of success 
in carrying out their schemes of advancing 
seed potatoes. I say that it is humorous 
reading, but it is also a very serious 
matter, for it is a very great waste of 
public money to go on year after year 
voting this sum of £20,000 for purposes 
for which this Board, with all the desire 
in the world to spend the money, could 
not contrive a way of doing so. I should 
like to say a word as to the constitution 
of the Board as a spencing authority. 
I say that it is really not a Board at all, 
for it is really the Secretary for Scotland, 
and he alone, who has all the power 
upon this Board. If anyone will take the 
trouble to look at the Act of Parliament 
he will see that the Secretary for Scot- 
land makes all the rules, to begin with, to 
regulate the proceedings and the meetings 
of the Board. He has passed the Act of 
Parliament, and he names all the unofficial 
members on the Board, who are in a 
minority. He appoints a secretary, and 
fixes his salary. We have no record of 
the meetings of this Board, and it seems 
physically impossible to hold many meet- 
ings, because the majority of the members 
hold official positions in various parts of 
Scotland. The Secretary for Scotland 
has distinct control over one branch of 
the expenditure ; he is himself chairman 
of the Board, and he reports to the Secre- 
tary for Scotland, so that he draws up 
the Report of this Board, presents it to 
himself, and then vo this House. It is 
clear to anyone who looks into the matter 
that substantially we are voting every 
year a sum of £35,000 for the Secretary 
for Scotland to spend as he likes, and I 
do not think that is a proper expenditure 
of public money. I wish to add my 
word of protest against this expendi- 
ture. 
should have been made in a Report laid 
before Parliament, particularly in a Report 


signed by a Member of the other House. | 


{6 JuLY 1900} 


I do not think that such a remark | 


Service: Estimates:. 818 
Here is what appears on page 7 of that: 
Report. A Bill 

“ was introduced in the House of Lords by the: 
Secretary for Scotland to extend the powers of 
the Congested Districts Board, and passed, 
through tue various stages there; but as it 
was opposed and ‘blocked’ by some of the: 
Members for the constituencies which would,. 
in our opinion, have most benefited by its pro-- 
visions, it had, in the state of public business, 
to be withdrawn at the end of July, 1899.” 

I do not think such an observation 
should have appeared in any Parliamen- 
tary Paper. I do not think. that it lies 
in the mouth of a Minister of the Crown 
to complain in a public document of the 
action of Members. of this House in the 
discharge of their duty to. their con- 
stituents, in full liberty and on their own 
responsibility. So-far as my recollection 
goes I do not believe that any effort 
was made in this House last year to. 
pass the Bill through the House of Com- 
mons. It never was put down to public 
discussion at a time when it could pos- 
sibly come on. I go further and ask,, 
if this Bill is of such great importance, 
if it was so absolutely necessary, im 
the opinion of the Congested Districts 


Board, that their powers should be: 
enlarged, why was it not _ intro, 


duced this session? We have heard. 
nothing of it since July, 1899, and I 
believe that unless we had been re-~ 
reminded of it by the paragraph in the 
Report of the Congested Districts Board. 
the existence of the Bill would have passed. 
entirely out of the memory of the Scottish 
Members. I am prepared to move the- 
reduction of the Vote by £10,000, 
because I believe it. is. ai waste of 
money. The Congested: Districts Board, 
are not able to spend. the: whole of it 
during the currency of the financial year. 
Moreover, I consider that it is demo-- 
ralising to the people: amongst whom it 
is spent. Trying to stimulate indus- 
tries in districts of the country where: 
such industries are totally unsuitable 
leads to extravagance, aud does little 
indeed to encourage the independence 
of the people or to develop a_ better 
system. 

said: 


Dr. CLARK  (Caithness-shire) 


they had not the report of the Congested 


Districts Board in hand when the Scotch 
“stimates were last before the Committee.. 
They, however, had now got it, and they 
knew what that Board had done during; 
the past year. He, for one, was not. 
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astonished that nothing had been done. 
He never expected that much would 
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be done, because the Board had no, 
powers under the Act to compel 
‘Scotch landlords to assist in giving 


land on which to settle crofters. 
£35,000, which was voted by Parliament 
last year, the Board had only spent 
£1,500 on the migration of crofters. 
The emigration to Canada had proved a 
failure, and therefore 1t was proposed that 


that money should be spent in migration; | 


but the Board had spent more in manaye- 
ment than in migration. Moreover, in 
the one case where they had spent money, 
instead of placing the migrated crofters 
under the Crofters Act, which they ought 
to have done, they had planted them as 
leaseholders who did not enjoy the 
benefits of the Crofters Act, and thus the 
-crofters had ceased to be crofters. That 


was a very shameful thing for the Board , 


ito do. Two schemes had been brought 
before the crofters—one in Sutherland- 
shire and the other near Stornoway. The 
price asked for the Sutherlandshire land 
was simply preposterous. 
was offered within fifty miles of London 
-at a quarter of the price asked for the 
poor land in Sutherlandshire. In fact, 
the crofters would be better off by coming 
to Bedfordshire and Cambridgeshire, 
because they could get land there at half 
‘the price asked in Sutherlandshire. He 
was astonished at the Congested Districts 
Board bringing before the crofters of 
Stornoway a feuing scheme. The maxi- 
mum size of the holding was a quarter 
of an acre. Of course, the thing was a 
farce and a dead failure. He expected 
that from the very beginning, and there- 
fore was not disappointed. Until the 
Board got compulsory powers to acquire 
land no good would be done. He was 
inclined to vote for this grant of money 
ceasing altogether, because he did not see 
why it should be piled up and not spent for 
.any useful purpose. He was not sure that 
it was not more baneful than stimulating 
at the present time. If the Board went 
to work on proper lines, some good might 
be done in Argyllshire and other parts of 
the west of Scotland. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member for Wick Burgns seems to 
complain bitterly of the language I used 
in a former debate. What I sought to 
«contradict was the statement, which the 
-hon. Member repeated to-day, that the 


Dr. Clark. 


{COMMONS} 


Out of | 


Why, land | 
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| scheme of the Congested Districts Board 
|for the Strathnaver holdings was a 
preposterous one. One of his reasons 
for saying that the scheme was prepos- 
'terous was that the sheep were to be 
taken over at a valuation; but the hon. 
Member forgot for the moment that 
although that condition was originally 
‘made, it was withdrawn by a qualifying 
notice issued on &th January, and the 
| scheme, as it was submitted, did not con- 
tain that provision in it. The letters of 
gentlemen who lived in the neighbourhood 
—one a clergyman and the other the con- 
vener of the county council—characterised 
the scheme as it then stood as a scheme 
which was a very fair and generous one. 
Therefore the hon. Member will find it 
was a humble protest on my part against 
applying anything like the epithet “ pre- 
| posterous” to this scheme. Regarding 
the statements of the hon. Member 
in which he said the Board were 
persons who had other things to do and 
were not in earnest, | do not think the 
word “irresponsible ” was an unparliamen- 
tary epithet. The members were, as I 
pointed out, chosen because they were 
persons engaged in other avocations, in 
order to get, so far as we could, those who, 
in Scotland, could bring the maximum 
of experience to deal with this difficult 
'subject. I do not consider it was a fair 
description of the efforts of these gentle- 
men who constituted this Board to say 
they were not in earnest. Another 
subject of grievance with the hon. Member 
‘was that the Report of the Congested 
| Districts Board was in my hands and not in 
those of the Scotch Members. I explained 
on a former occasion that I was not 
responsible for fixing the particular date 
'on which the Vote was to be brought for- 
ward. That had been arranged by the 
| Leader of the House, who, as_ hon. 
Members know, is always  exceed- 
ingly anxious to take hon. Members 
opposite along with him. The usual 
notice was given that the Scotch Esti- 
|mates would be taken on that day, and 
no suggestion was made through the ordi- 
nary channels of communication that the 
Vote should not be taken then. So far I 
do not see what I could have done other- 
wise in the matter. Personally I think 
it is a great deal more fitting and con- 
venient that the Vote should be taken 
after the Report is out, and certainly if I 
am spared to be in the same place in the 
| year to come we will not have discussion 
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without the Report. 


ting this Vote down for discussion to-day. 


I can scarcely be held blameworthy when | 


to a certain extent I quoted from the 
Report. 
read from the Report for three quarters 
of an hour; but, asa matter of fact, I 
only read two sentences of ten lines long 
each. It is natural that I should have 
justified the action of the Board by telling 
the Committee, as I did, precisely what 
the Board had been doing. I do not pro- 
pose to go through, as I did on a former 
occasion, the detailed history of what the 
Congested Districts Board have been 
doing during the last year. Iam content 
to let the Scottish people judge for them- 
selves. On a perusal of the Report of the 
Board, which speaks for itself, it could not 
be said that the Board have been doing 
nothing, and have been a failure, because 
they have not been to any extent successful 
in migrating crofters. Iam quite aware 
that this is a question which bulks very 
largely in the minds of some hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, who thought it was the 
one opportunity for usefulness above all 
others for the Congested Districts Roard. 
They said that because, as a matter of 
fact, the Board have not been to any 


great extent successful in their migration 


schemes, therefore the Board are at fault. 
I deprecate that position altogether. 
faras the policy of the Board is concerned, 
they do not propose to migrate crofters 
in any eleemosynary sense. 


{6 JuLy 1900} 


But, at any rate, [ | 
have shown my view of the matter by put- | 
|away, but to help those who will help 


The hon. Gentleman said that I | 


So! 


They do not | 


propose to do more than help those who | 


are in the position to help themselves. | 


The hon. Member spoke a good deal 
about the Strathnaver case; but there have 
been successful operations in other cases, 
although the holdings have been small, 
no doubt. 


But the Strathnaver case can- | 
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it is seen that the settled policy of the 
Board is not simply to give the land 


themselves, the people will hang back for 
better terms. The Board has only been 
in existence for two years, which is a very 
short time for experiments. of an un- 
doubtedly difficult character to get 
into such a position as to have a 
practical chance of success. Although I 
should be very far from saying that there 
is anything to entitle one to hold out a 
sanguine hope of assured success, I think 
this is a matter in which the House may 
be fairly asked to exercise to a certain ex- 
tent the virtue of alittle patience. What 
I do claim for the Congested Districts 
Board, and what a perusal of the Report 
will show to any fair-minded person, is 
that they had really been assiduous in 
this matter, and have tried thei best 
and are still trying their best. Hon. 
Members have commented somewhat 
severely on the statement in the Report 
as to the proceedings on last year’s Bill. 
I confess [ cannot see anything wrong in 
that statement, or that it bears anything, 
so far as I understand it, of the nature of 
what may be called a party character. 
What was said was that the Bill was 
opposed and “ blocked” by some Members 
whose constituencies, in the opinion of 
the Board, would have been most bene- 
fited by its provisions. Here is what I 
myself said when the Scotch Estimates 
were last before the Committee— 
“ With the view to procuring that. power” 


—which the Board had not got— 


' “my noble friend introduced last year a Bill, 


/money to be used in this direction. 


not even now be said to be a failure, be- | 


cause the whole matter is even now open, 


and, as a matter of fact, efforts are being | 
made to induce crofters to settle there. | 


Hon. Members must recollect that for any 
suecess in the direction of migration we 
must necessarily have time. I do not 


wish to say anything disrespectful of the | 


people in the West Highlands, but any- 
body who knew them must be aware that 
they would be always glad to accept such 


benefits as Providence or anyone else | 


which passed all its stages in the House of 
Lords, which would have allowed a = of 

on. 
Members know that that Bill was blocked by 
hon. Members opposite belonging to those very 
portions of the country whuse constituencies 
would have been benefited, and the responsi- 
bility for that failure I am very glad to put on 
their shoulders.” 


I cannot see that there is anything 


/unparliamentary in that. Of course 
‘I was glad to say, in my _ speech, 
that I was able to put the saddle 


on the right horse; but is there any 
reason why I should not say so? Cer- 


tainly that class of statement has been 


may put before them, and that there will | 


always be a strong desire to get a thing | 


for nothing rather than pay anything for 
it. I have little doubt myself that, until | 


VOL. LXXXV. [FourtH Segtss. ] 


made over and over again in Parliament. 
The hon. Member for the Wick Burghs 
is very wrong in putting the cap on 
himself. I never alluded to the 
hon. Member for the Wick Burghs as 
obstructing the Bill in any way. On 
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the contrary, I think the hon. Member 
for the Wick Burghs did his best to help 
the Government to pass the Bill and get 
it brought forward. The hon. Member 
for Ross-shire now is in rather a difficult 
position. The hon. Member now states 
that he did not block the Bill, and I 
accepted the statement at once, and 
willingly withdraw what I formerly said 
about the hon. Member. I was under the 
impression that the hon. Member for 
Ross-shire was one of those who 
“blocked” it and would not allow the 
Bill to pass. The Bill, as a matter of 
fact, was blocked, and on the 24th July 
there were five notices on the Paper “that 
‘it be read a second time this day three 
months.” These five notices were all 
given by Members on the opposite 
benches, two of them representing crofter 
constituencies. I think that is ample 
justification of my statement that the 
Bill was absolutely blocked. 


Supply-—Civil 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
That is not ‘“ blocking.” 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It 
was “blocked” in the sense I used the 
word “blocking,” and in the sense used 
by every newspaper in the country. If 
the hon. Member has a peculiar mean 


ing for the word “blocking,” he might | 


perhaps explain it to the Committee. 
“ Blocking ” means putting down a notice 
“that the Bill be read a second time this 
day three months.” The hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Mid Lanarkshire, 
who enjoys a position of great responsi- 
bility on the other side of the House, was 
consulted by me as to whether the Bill 
would be allowed to pass. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I said that it 
would not be allowed to go through with- 
out discussion. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: That 
is the reason why the Bill was withdrawn. 
The hon. Gentleman knows perfectly 
well that at that period of the session the 
Bill could not be passed if it was to be 
opposed. The Bill was introduced on 
the understanding that it shouid be 
passed without discussion, though I do 
not think that there was any promise 
given. That really ends what, after all, is 
not a very important incident. I would 
not have said so much about it had it not 
been that it bulked so largely in the 
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| speeches of hon. Gentlemen opposite this 
afternoon. I come now to one or two. 
small points of detail which were put by 
| the hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty, 


Service Estimates. 


He asked, first of all, about the offer- 


of a tender to the training ship men- 
tioned in page 7 of the Report. But that 
offer could not be accepted, because the 
Congested Districts Board believed they- 
would not be allowed to spend the money: 
voted by Parliament in that class of ex- 
'penditure. That is just one of the points 
which the Bill introduced last year was 
wanted to meet. Then the hon. Member: 
referred to the experiments made in 
potato spraying by Mr. W. T. de Moleyns,, 
of the Irish Congested Districts Board, in: 
Lewis, and complained that that gentle- 
man went back to Lewis a second time.. 
Of course the gentleman who had con- 
ducted them wanted naturally to see: 
‘the result of that series of experiments, 
On arriving at Stornoway, he found that. 
| the potatoes were spread about. I think 
it would be a matter of curiosity to see: 
what the potatoes were like. The hon.. 
Member asks, ‘“‘ Where was the secretary 
of the Congested District Board?” Does 
he really expect that the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board are to group en masse to see: 
the potatoes? What does the hon, 
Member mean by asking, “ Where was. 
the secretary of the Congested Districts, 
3oard 7” 


*Mr. WEIR: It is the secretary's, 
business to be in touch with the owners 
of these potatoes, and to ascertain from: 
them the information that may be re- 
quired. I think the secretary is not in: 
‘touch with them. [ should not be so: 
insane as to expect all the Commissioners. 
to go up there. I say there is a want ofi 
business management. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: [| 
think the fact that it is an out-of-the-way’ 
district is a sufficient explanation of 
| his not being at that particular place, and 
really it was only thought of in order to: 
find out the result of an experiment. The 
next observation was about roads. I 
think he overlooked what the Report says. 
on page 77. He will find from that 
statement that they did see about roads. 
He spoke also about bees and _ poultry. 
There is no more to be said on these 
matters than is said in the Report, 
where they are fully dealt with. 


| not altogether an easy matter to take up: 


It is: 
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these two branches in a district. 
ended his remarks with an attack upon 
the secretary, in which he said that the | 
secretary's work was not properly per- 
formed. That is not at all the opinion of 
the Board, and it seems to me a little 
inconsistent with what the hon. Gentle- 
man has stated. At one time he spoke of 
the great expense of the officials, and in| 
that connection he referred to the fact that | 
the partial time of the secretary is taken | 
instead of his whole time. As a matter | 
of fact, it is impossible that the work | 
could be done more cheaply, and I am in- | 
formed by the members of the Congested | 
Districts Board that they consider the 
secretary has done his work exceedingly 
well, I pass now to the remarks of the hon. 
Member for East Aberdeenshire, which 
really were upon quite a different platform | 
from those of the hon. Member for Ross. 
His complaint is that there is great use- 
less expenditure of money under this 
Vote. Now, I rather think that what he 
means by that is that there is a useless 
amount of money voted under this Vote. 
He does not mean, I think, that too much 
money is spent. 
does not think the Board are able to 
spend the money that they get. Of course, 


He | 


a great deal of his speech was taken up | 


with criticisms of the position of the 
Secretary for Scotland upon this Board. 
Well, I quite agree that the Secretary 
for Scotland is entirely responsible for 
the policy of this Board, but I do 
not think that the criticism upon that 
head is really appropriate to the present, 
or, indeed, for any other occasion, on the 
Estimates. 
be made at the time the Bill became an 
Act. It is all very well to speak in that 
way now, and that is very often the 
position of a Government Department, as, 
tor example, the Education Department. 
The Secretary for Scotland, along, no 
doubt, with the Duke of Devonshire, is 
upon that Board, and discusses the policy 
ot the Education Department, and I am 
not aware that anybody thinks that an 
undesirable arrangement. I would remind | 
the hon. Member that one of the last | 
legislative achievements of the Govern- 
ment to which he belonged was to 
do away—and mightily they boasted 
of it—with the old system of having 
Boards independent of the control of 
Parliament. Accordingly, they did away | 
with the Board of Supervision, which had | 
1) Parliamentary Minister connected with | 


{6 Juty 1900} 


| president. 


| to another Vote. 


He means really that he | 
‘do not know 
' Member goes the whole length of the 


That was proper criticism to | 
'seemed to point out that the money 
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it, and they constituted the Local Govern- 


| ment Board, with the Secretary for Scot- 


land as its Parliamentary head. He is the 
It has a ditferent name, but 
it is the same thing. He has got exactly 
the same Board. ‘The Local Government 
Board have to do what the Secretary for 
Scotland tells them, and the Secretary for 
Scotland is amenable to the criticism of 
this House, just in the same way as any 
other Minister in any other Department. 
That is all I can say at the moment on 
that matter, for this is not the time to 
defend the arrangement, as it is entirely 
consistent with the Act of Parliament. In 


' dealing with the question of expenditure 


the hon. Member referred to the change 
from the old Highlands and Islands Vote 
[ would remind him 
that, although the Highlands and Islands 


| Vote was an annual Vote, it owed its origin 


to a particular province of the Treasury 
to spend a certain capital sum on the 
Highlands and Islands, so that really, I 
think, there was, so to speak, a fresh 
departure when this Board was 
started. I want to deal with the 
question of how the money is spent. I 
really whether the hon. 


hon. Member for Caithness in saying 
that there cught not to be money given 
to the Highlands at all. He must either 
do that or say, “ Yes, money ought to be 
given to the Highlands, but you are not 
spending it in the proper way.” [‘ Hear, 
hear !”| Hon. Members say “ Hear, hear,” 

but, as I understood, the hon. Member 
for East Aberdeenshire scarcely associated 
himself with those remarks. He rather 


was not only not spent, but not spend- 
able. If that is his view, I do not think 


‘it is a view which commends itself to. 


many of the Members who sit around 
him. I think that ends everything that 
was said in the debate except what was 
said by the hon. Member for Caithness. 
He said he thought this Congested Dis- 
tricts Board had been a failure because 
it had not compulsory powers in 
regard to land. I cannot help 
thinking that the real difficulty has not 
been the getting of land at all. The 
Board were quite able to get land, but 
the real difficulty was the getting of 


| persons, even with all their assistance, 


who were in a position to give a fair 
guarantee that they would cultivate that. 
and with a proper prospect of success. 
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It is all very well for the hon. Member to 
say that the price of these holdings in 
the Lews, on Matheson’s estate, is far too 
great. That price, as it happens, is not 
fixed by the Congested Districts Board 
at all. It was fixed by the Court of 
Session, and the lowest price at which 
land might be got on that estate. 


Supply—Cwwil 


Dr. CLARK: Pardon me ; I was not 
referring to that matter. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I do 
not think I need pursue that point, seeing 
that he was referring to another case. It 
does not seem to me that the system 
broke down because the price was large. 
The hon. Member said also that the Con- 
gested Districts Board ought to have 
placed the crofters under the Crofters 
Act. That is an impossibility. You can- 
not place them under the Crofters Act. 
Really we come back to where we started. 
The Congested Districts Board have cer- 
tainly done nothing in the direction of 
conferring eleemosynary benefits on the 
crofters, and in that way pauperising 
them ; but, on the other hand, if you are 
prepared to consider the question whether 
there has been a patient endeavour to do 
the best for the people, who, after all, in 
many cases are ignorant, and to promote 
schemes of utility upon a sound economic 
basis, then I think that anyone who reads 
the report with a fair mind will see that 
the Board have done their best. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs): In his earlier remarks | 


the right hon. Gentleman took consider- 
able exception to the adjective “ prepos- 
terous” which an hon. friend behind me 
has used. I am rather disposed to take 
up the discredited word “ preposterous,” 
and to say that the conclusion I have 
come to is that this is not only a prepos- 
terous Report, but that the Congested 
Districts Board itself may be worthy of 
having that adjective applied to it. 
The right hon. Gentleman maintained 
that there was no ground for the criti- 
cisms passed on one passage in the Report, 
where the conduct of Members in the 
House is animadverted upon, where it is 
said that a most useful and beneficent Bill 
promoted by the Congested Districts 
Board had failed to become law because 
it was “blocked” by some of the Mem- 
bers for the constituencies which would 
now have been most benefited by its pro- 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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| visions. What are we to understand by 
this word “ blocked” ? Let us remember 
that originally, a good many years ago, 
‘it had a technical meaning; anyone 
could block a Bill to prevent it being con- 
sidered after a certain hour; but that isa 
thing of the past. What we now mean 
by blocking a Bill I do not exactly know, 
There is no technical meaning. In 
_ this case what Members undoubtedly did 
in this House was to put down the 
usual notice of opposition to the Bill, with 
a view of obtaining further information 
and further consideratien on the subject, 
a thing which is done every day. But 
the question does not turn upon whether 
that was a right or a wrong thing for 
hon. Members to do. The point is thata 
public official in a public document 
actually alleges that the reason why 
something has not been done by his De- 
partment or Board is, as he thinks, the 
flagitious conduct of Members of the 
House of Commons. I think that is 
indecency. It would have been indecent 
if the Board had said that they would 
have introduced the Bill, but Her 
Majesty’s Government did not approve 
of it, and if they had thus put the blame 
on the Government ; but it is doubly in- 
decent to put it upon Members of Par- 
liament in the discharge of their duty, 
who are perfectly entitled to put down 
notice of opposition to any Bill without 
being held up in this way by a high 
public official. What was the reason that 
these notices were put down? Let the 
Committee observe that this Bill was a 
very singular Bill. It was drawn in the 
vaguest possible terms. It was a Bill of 
only two clauses. It sought for powers 
for the Congested Districts Board of Scot- 
land to apply a portion of the fund at 
| their disposal, not exceeding one-fifth 
thereof, “in further providing for the 
practical instruction of, or for such 
‘other purposes as may appear to be 
|of benefit to, the inhabitants of 
the said districts.” What was felt 
by a great many members was that 
; this fund was created, and the Board 
established, mainly for the purpose of 
improving the position of crofters by 
extending their holdings, or by migrating 
_them from one place to another. The 
Board have practically done nothing in 
| that way, but they have nibbled away at 
| little schemes of alleged beneficence, and 
|I dare say they are very philanthropic 
om nice little schemes in their way. But 
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they have been nibbling away at that 





large portion of the money at_ their 





ment and say, “Please give us some 
further little schemes to spend this money 
on,” some further mea.is of evading the 
main purposes for which Parliament gave 
the money, and for which they exist. 
That was the view taken by Members, and 
they said, “If you want to instruct the 
unfortunate inhabitants of these districts 
in some of the things they would be 
better of being instructed in, get more 
money from Parliament, but leave to its 
original destination the money which was 
given for other purposes.” It was for that 
reason, and because hon. Members wished 


beted in an official Report by the Secre- 
tary for Scotland. I now come to the 
question of the Board. I do not know 
whether the Board is, as a witness said of 
the Board of Admiralty, useful as a 
sereen, but I agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman that there was at one time 
within my Parliamentary experience very 
considerable jealousy in regard to the 
system of Boards which then largely 
governed Scotland. We have been de- 
sirous of getting a responsible Minister 
placed in charge of these public duties. 
Well, practically I suppose we may take 
it, after what the Lord 
has said, that the Secretary for Scot- 
land is the Congested Districts Board. 
He told us that the Secretary for Scot- 
land may do whatever he likes in the 
Local Government Board, and that the 
Board has no power without his sanction. 
We may assume that it is the same in 
regard to the Congested Districts Board. 
' think that is a satisfactory thing 
to know, at all events, and as the 
Lord Advocate is in this House the 
whipping boy for the Secretary for 
Seotland, he must expect us to visit 
on his devoted head the blame we 
attach to the doings of this wonderful 


been doing? The fact remains that 
ilthough they have been in existence for 
wo or three years, they have not 
migrated a single crofter, and they have 


tending holdings. I remember very 
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kind of thing and have left unspent a 


disposal, and then they come to Parlia- | 


for more information, that they are gib- | 
'more entertaining ten minutes than those. 


Advocate | 


Board. What has this wonderful Board | 


one almost nothing in the way of ex- | 


vividly that some years ago a Committee | 
‘at upstairs considering the question of | 
“olonisation. We ransacked for places to | think there is likely to be any very large 
Which crofters could be advantageously | 





30 


and profitably sent, and the conclusion 
we came to was that there were no such 
places, and that if we were to relieve 
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the congestion in the districts in 
the north-west of Scotland it must 
be by migration within their own 


/country to places where they could find 


a better means of livelihood. It was in 
accordance with that finding that this 
Board was intended, no doubt tentatively 
at first, to move in that direction. The 
Lord Advocate says we must do it with 
patience, but there is a limit even to 
patience, and I think the principal criti- 
cism passed on this Report is that so little, 
in fact absolutely nothing, has been done 
for the very purpose for which the Board 
was called into existence. I must say 
that I do not know that I have spent a 


spent in reading the Report when it first 


'came out, and the stories of the tricks 


the Board have played with seed potatoes. 
and with divers animals in remote islands 
for breeding purposes. There are stories. 
of potatoes from the bags of which 
when they were landed in the forlorn 
islands the labels had unfortunately 
been either torn away, or perhaps 
eaten by one of the prize animals 
carried in the same vessel—at all events, 
the labels were not forthcoming—with 


‘the result that all the potatoes were 


shovelled out to the inhabitants indis- 
criminately, and they very wisely refused 
to pay anything for them. Then we have 
the touching story of the three bees— 
[Cries of ‘“ Bee-hives”|—or, was it bee- 
hives ?—it is quite immaterial—that the 


| Board actually, with ali this money at their 


disposal, placed in the careful hands of Mr. 
M‘Intyre. My hon. friend the Member 
for East Aberdeenshire said our country- 
men would not understand the humour 
and irony of these circumstances, but I 
do not agree with my hon. friend. [ 
think they do understand irony, and 
they will see what someone said was—it 
is a strong word to use—the farce—but 
it nearly approached to a farce—of the 
proceedings of this Board. The whole 
thing was a ridiculus mus. Now that 
we have the three hives of bees, a 
few sittings of eggs, and a patient 
but ineffectual attempt to obtain 
the migration of crofters, I hope next 
yeas’s Report will show some better, more 
active, and hopeful results. I do not 


benefit conferred upon that part of Scot- 
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land if their efforts are confined to the 
direction in which they have hitherto 
been exercised. 


Supply—Civil 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member for East Aberdeenshire ex- 
pressed a pious wish that a humorist 
would appear in the debate, and he has 
found one on his own front bench. I 
scarcely think the tone of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech will, after all, com- 
mend it to the public to which he is really 
speaking—the public of Scotland. The 
right hon. Gentleman has indulged his 
capacity for humour so far that he has 
made some charges that are really, I 
think, somewhat grave when they come 


to be carefully weighed. He has 
spoken with disapprobation of the 
passage in the Report in which 


the Congested Districts Board deplore 
the loss of the Bill of last year. I am 
not going to treat that matter again, or 
deal with the ethics of the question 
whether the statement should have gone 
into the Report, but I would remind the 
House that what they were anxious to do 
—an anxiety which I think ought to have 
been treated without levity—-was to have 
some form of practical education which 
would allow these young Highland boys 
and girls to get fair wages when they go 
out into the world. That I should have 
thought a very desirable object, and all 
the right hon. Gentleman can find to say 
about it is that the Congested Districts 
Board, after nibbling away at little 
schemes, were trying to get further away, 
and evading the main purpose of the Bill. 
If the right hon. Gentleman sticks to that, 
let him do so. Evading the main purpose 
of the Bill is a fairly grave charge to 
make against a Minister of the Crown 
and the Board, because it simply means, 
of course, that their whole object is to 
defeat the purposes for which Parliament 
has entrusted them with the money As 
I said before, the true determination of 
this matter will depend not upon what 
the right hon. Gentleman or I say about 
it. I do not think the patient efforts of 
this Board, as they are detailed in the 
Report, will be nullified by witticisms— 
however congenial to the souls of a dull 
Committee—about three hives of bees, 
such as the right hon. Gentleman has 
given us in his speech. 


CapTaIN SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : 
No one is likely to retard anything of a 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 
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beneficial character which can be done for 
the people of the north-west of Scot- 
land, but the right hon. Gentleman must 
remember the debates which took place 
on the introduction of the Bill consti- 
tuting this Board. Nothing is more plain, 
from the Reports we have had, than that 
the Board has not succeeded in carrying 
out in any large degree the policy of land 
migration, which was held out as the 
chief work the Board was to do. The 
Lord Advocate has reminded us that this 
Board is a continuation of the old policy 
of having a Vote of money on the Esti- 
mates for the Highlands and Islands of 
Scotland. That was followed by the High- 
lands and Islands Commission. The main 
recommendation of that Commission was 
that there should be an attempt made to 
carry out land migration and the extension 
of the crofters’ holdings in the Highlands, 
and when the Bill constituting this Board 
was under consideraticn, grave complaints 
were made by Members on this side of 
the House that the Board would not 
succeed in carrying out those objects 
with the powers conferred by the Bill. 
It was urged that compulsory powers of 
purchase should be given to the Board, or 
it would not be able to effect its object. 
Compulsory powers were not given, and 
what has been the result? Land 
migration has been found to be impossible 
under present conditions. There isa 
paragraph in the Report which I hoped 
the Lord Advocate would explain. He 
says further powers are required by the 
Board to carry out the purposes it has in 
view ; but he gives us no details of those 
further powers. It is perfectly clear that 
the Board is now going to justify its 
existence by an entirely different policy 
from that of land migration or the exten- 
sion of crofters’ holdings. It may be right 
or it may be wrong, but I confess I look 
with aconsiderable amount of favour on 
the ideas which are enunciated and 
indicated in the Report, though I think 
there has been a lamentable failure to 
carry those ideas into execution. It is all 
very well to tell us that we should be 
patient, and that if we object to this we 
ought to object to any money whatever 
being given to this purpose. It may be 
perfectly legitimate to say there should be 
money given, but surely before the money 
is voted there should be a policy. Surely 
Parliament should not have voted for 
this purpose the interest on more than 
£1,000,000, unless it had some scheme to 
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carry into effect. Perhaps the First Lord | on this side of the House sought to confer 
of the Treasury could throw some light | when the Board was originally constituted. 
upon this point, because it was in his | Looking at the proceedings of this Board 
Election programme that this very item |I entirely agree with my hon. friend the 
occurred—that we were to have public | Member for East Aberdeenshire that this 
works on the west coast of Scotland. As | is a very extravagant method of proceed- 
far as I know, that promise has been im- | ing to the end in view. There is a very 
plemented only with one or two insigni- | large sum of money mounting up for the 
ficant piers and boat-slips, which are | purposes of this Beard entirely under the 
described in this Report. However good | discretion of what is practically the Scotch 
the object may be, and however benefi- | Office, and it would have been far more 
cent the purpose it is endeavouring to | sensible if, before the Board was con- 
carry out, it is not the original purpose | stituted, there had been some effort to 
for which the Board was constituted, and | indicate the policy the Board was to carry 
it does not strike at the root of the diffi- | out, and to lay that policy before the 
culty with which you have to deal in the country. I am sure if it had been plainly 
north-west of Scotland. We have the | seen by the House how very far short of 
analogy of Ireland, where a Congested | such a policy the powers of this Board 
Districts Board is part of the policy of | would land them, we should have made a 
killing Home Rule by kindness. It seems | stronger effort to confer adequate powers 
to me that the Irish analogy should be | to deal with the main difficulties of the 
more closely studied. There are conditions | question in the Highlanas of Scotland. 
‘in the Highlands which depend upon the 
land question, and which depend upon} Mr. CALDWELL: The Lord Advo- 
something being done to carry out the | cate referred to the remarks in the Report 
recommendations of the Commission to | about Members having blocked the Bill of 
which I have alluded. Even in this | last session. The object of putting the 
Report we see that proprietors have re-| passage in the Report was to create a 
fused to give land. There is one point I feeling in the minds of the crofter con- 
sshould like the Lord Advocate to explain. | stituencies against their representatives in 
He seemed to indicate in his remarks that | Parliament. That is the undoubted 
it was impossible to place the crofters | object, and what is complained of is that 
under the Crofters Act. There is a passage | it amounts almost to a breach of the 
in this Report which seems to indicate that | privileges of this House for an outside 
the Board endeavoured to do this in these body of this kind to comment in their 
new holdings. On page 10 there are | official Report upon the actionsof Members 
these words— of Parliament with a view to creating a 
“We propose that the lands to be assigned | prejudice against them in their constitu- 
should be held by them under the Crofters €Ncles. Such a breach is all the more un- 
Acts, but the proprietors objected, and ulti- justifiable from the fact that it is in a 
aeey it was arranged that a lease for document signed by the Secretary for 
—- years should be granted to each | Scotland himself—-a member of the 
; ‘ ‘other House and a member of the 
(One rather infers from that that it was (Government—who has no possible excuse 
impossible to create what are practically for making a charge of that kind against 
new crofters’ holdings. I gathered from | any Member of the House, or attempting 
the Lord Advocate’s remarks—— 'in any degree to prejudice a Member of 
this House in the eyes of his constitu- 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: What ents. The Lord Advocate referred to 
I said was that it was impossible for any- an inquiry he made of me. My answer 
one to give a person the legal status of a was this: These purposes may be bene- 
crofter as under the Act. Of course it is ficial in themselves, but what the 
possible to allow the rent to be fixed Scotch Members object to is that they 
by arbitration under the Crofters’ Com-| should be provided for out of money 
‘mission. |intended for the purpose of settling 
| crofters upon their holdings, and that was 
Captain SINCLAIR: All these diffi-| the reason the notices of opposition to 
culties would not necessarily have arisen | the Bill were put down. We know the 
‘if there had been in the hands of the | Secretary for Scotland is not in sympathy 
‘Board far wider powers, which Members | with the policy of migration ; the policy 
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of the Government is more emigration | but of which she is deprived. You will 


than migration. 


But this Government there find ample material if you wish to 


may not always be in power, and if give money for the purpose of doing these 
they cannot find a way to apply the | beneficent things for the crofters. All we 
money to the purposes to which their | say is, the purposes may be eminently 
own Act of Parliament directed it to | useful in themselves, but they are alto- 
be applied. very possibly there may be | gether outside the scope of the Act. We 
a future Government in power which will | wish the Board to carry out their own 
be able to do so. Why did you not extend | Act of Parliament, and to devote their 
your objects at first, instead of limiting | attention to that ; then after that they 


them as you did ? 


are more of an educational kind, and | 


when we come to the Education Votes I 


will refer the Lord Advocate to a sum of | 


£80,000 that Scotland should have just | 


now under your own Education Acts, | Noes, 126. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton. Thomas Dolling 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 

Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. V. (Cardigan) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunn, Sir William 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wor. ) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Celomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Courtney, Rt. Hn. Leonard H. 


Mr. Caldwell, 


| Macaleese, Daniel 


AYES. 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynp, James Christopher 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles A. 


| 
| 


Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth | 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (CumbTd 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
MacDonnell, Dr. M.A. (Q.C.) 
M‘Crae, George 


| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


M‘Ewan, William 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| O'Malley, William 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | 
Philipps, John Wynford | 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


NOES. 


Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William T. 

Dyke, Rt. Hn.. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon.. Ailwyn Edw. | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.of Lond.) | 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 


The other purposes | may go to other purposes. 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 67. 


(Division List No. 183.) 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Richardson, J. (Durham,S.E.)) 
Roberts, John H.(Denbighsh.)} 
Robson, Willian: Snowdon 
Sinclair, Capt John (Forfarsh.) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath), 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.); 


Tennant, Harold John 


Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts. 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull), 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


TEL'ERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Hedderwick and Mr. 
Buchanan. 


Goldsworthy, Major-General: 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gunter, Colonel 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H.. 
Kenyon, James 

Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Sir E. Durn’g-(Corn.. 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.): 
Lea,SirThomas(Londonderry): 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool), 


| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
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Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles( Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W.F, 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. John 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William George 
Murray, RtHn. AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
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Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox’dUniv 

Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 

| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 

| Wanklyn, James Leslie 

| Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke !Y Arcy 
TELLERS FOR THE. NOES— 

Sir William Walrond and 
Anstruther. 


{6 JuLy 1900} 


Peel, Hon. W. R. Wellesley 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. ChasThomson 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Ed Jas. (Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley Mr. 








Original Question again proposed. 


*Mr. WEIR called attention to the duai 
offices held by the Secretary to the Con- 
gested Districts Board. That gentleman 
was chief clerk in the Exchequer Office 
in Edinburgh, in which position he re- 
ceived a salary of £650, he received £150 
a year for performing the duties of 
secretary to the Congested Districts 
Board, and there was a further sum of 
£150 a year which had to be paid to 
somebody to do the work which this 
gentleman was unable to do owing to his 
dual capacity. The hon. Member sug- 
gested that the two sums of £150 should 
be put together and used as a salary for a 
person who would give his whole time to 
the duties of secretary to the Board. 
This system of dual offices was a disgrace 
to a public Department, and it was time a 
protest was made. 
seemed to be under the impression that 
the Board was worked satisfactorily, but 
it had been clearly shown in the course of 
the evening that the secretary did his 
work in a most unsatisfactory manner. 
It was not easy to see how it could be 
otherwise while the secretary filled two or 
three, or, for aught the Committee knew, 
half a dozen offices. Members had a 
right to expect that the secretary should 
be acquainted with al! that was going on 
In connection with the werk of the Board, 
and when Mr. De Moleyns went up to the 
Island of Lewis it was the business of the 
secretary to have informed him what the 
state of matters was in connection with 
the potato spraying system there. 


The Lord Advocate | 


Noes, 120. 


Another matter to which he desired to call 
attention was in connection with a para~ 
graph under the heading ‘“‘ Harbours.” The 
Report stated that Portness Harbour and 
Breakwater were completed. The amount 
paid on the Portness Breakwater to the 
31st March was £4,481 16s., and on Port- 
ness Harbour, £1,050. But the work. 
was not completed, and a good deal more: 
money would have to be spent before that 
was the case. The breakwater was most 
unsatisfactory, and the sand silted up the 
harbour continually. The harbour was. 
of a most dangerous character, and it was 
a well-known fact that there was no other- 
district in the whole of the British Isles 
where there were so many widows and. 
orphans in consequence of the unsatis- 
factory harbour. Let the Lord Advocate 
himself go and see the deplorable state of 
matters. It was impossible either in 
London or Edinburgh to get a grasp of 
the state of affairs in that remote spot. 
People in England have no idea of the 
conditions of life there. The harbour 
and breakwater were in a very dan- 
gerous condition, and many thousands 
of pounds would have to be expended 
before matters were put right. As 
a protest against the dual offices held 
by the Secretary to the Congested 
Districts Board, he begged to move that 
the Vote be reduced by a sum of £10. 


Motion made, and Question put, ‘“ That 
Item E be reduced by £10.”—(Mr. /Veir.) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 59 ;, 
(Division List No. 184.) 


AYES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 


Brigg, John 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling ‘ 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur H 
i 


Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 


Caldwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow: 
Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 
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Colville, John 

‘Crombie, John William 
‘Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
-Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunn, Sir William 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hedderwick, Thos. Charles H. 
Hemphill, Rt.Hon. Charles H. 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Kt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants. 
Bethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles,T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
arson, Rt. Hn. Sir E. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
‘Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
‘Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
‘Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
‘Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
‘Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 
‘Collings, Rt. ion. Jesse 
‘Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
‘Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edwd. Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dyke,Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fleteher, Sir Henry 

Fo-ter, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, Wm. Johnson 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


‘posed, 





“That a sum, not exceeding | 
£10,649, be granted to Her Majesty, tl 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
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Lawson,Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’land 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Macaleese, Daniel 

Mae Donnell, Dr. M. A.(Qn’s.C. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M:Ewan, William 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
O'Malley, William 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


NOES. 


Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. AGH.(CityofLond. ) 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 

Gordon, Hon. John Edward 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 

Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 

Graham, Henry Robert 

Gunter, Colonel 

Gurdon, SirWilliam Brampton 

Haldane, tichard Burdon 
Halsey, Thymas Frederick 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 

Hanbury,Rt Hon. R. Wm. 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 

Heath, James 

Henderson, Alexander 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 

Kenyon, James 

Knowles, Lees 

| Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 

| Lawrence. Wim. F. (Liverpool) 

| Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 

| Lea, Sir Thomas(Londonderry) 

Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans’a 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 

Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(Liverpool 

| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 

| Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 

| Lowles, John 

| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

| Macartney, W. G. Ellison 

| Maclure, Sir John William 

| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 

| M‘Killop, James 

| Martin, Richard Biddulph 

| Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Monk, Charles James 

| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 








Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. . 
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Richardson,J. (Durham, S. B. ) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Sinclair, Capt.J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Wallace, Robert 

Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Weir and Mr. Wason. 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt.Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robt Wellesley 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot,Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxfd Un. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| expenses of the Fishery Board in Scotland 


| and for Grants in Aid of Piers or Quays.” 
2. Motion made, and Question pro- | 








*Mr. BUCHANAN: There have in years 
past been many discussions upon the policy 
of the Fishery Board for Scotland. For my 
part, lam somewhat weary of bringing 
forward the same grievances for redress, 


day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and | but I would venture on this occasion to 
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-also find that the price of fish during that 





point out that matters generally affecting 
fisheries in Scotland are in a somewhat 
serious position. I have taken the trouble 
to look at the Returns, not merely for the 
present year, but for the last five years. 
The facts are well known to those 
engaged in fishery matters, but they are 
not fully appreciated by the general 
public, nor by many hon. Members of 
this House. The facts are shortly these. 
The supply of fish in Scotland is not sub- 
stantially increasing from year to year, 
although the cost of fish to the consumer 
is increasing, notwithstanding the vast 
improvements in the catching power of | 
the fishermen on the coast of Scotland. | 
So that the problem we have before us is 
that whilst in the course of the past few 
years a great deal more capital has been 





put into the fishing industry, and | 
vessels of larger tonnage and 


better material and equipments have 
been employed, and the fishermen | 
have gone further out from the coast in | 
the pursuit of their calling, yet they have 
not succeeded in increasing the supply of 
fish or in diminishing the cost of fish to 
the consumer. I will not trouble the 
Committee with more than a figure or 
two, but I will give from the Fishery 
Board Returns the amount of fish landed 
in the past three years. [ will take a 


good and a bad year ten years ago and | 


compare it with a good and a bad year | 
within the last three years. The year 
1889 was a comparatively small catch, 
and 5,500,000 were landed. In 1893 the 
amount was 6,250,000. Last year the 
total was 5,100,000, and the year before | 
6,500,000. Taking the average for the 
past four years, and the average amount 
landed in the four years ten years ago, 
you would find the amount almost the 
same. If you search the figures of the 
Scotch Fishery Board Reports you will 


period has gradually been increasing, and 
you have evidence over and over again 
that the fishermen have to go further | 
afield to catch the fish, which they for- | 
merly caught near our own coast. When 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Trade was introducing | 
the Bill dealing with undersized fish, 
during the present session, he stated that | 
our fishing-grounds were being ruthlessly 
destroyed year after year by trawlers. [| 
do not think we ever had a stronger | 
Statement of the case from our point of 
view than was laid down in those words 
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_by the Government. 
at length upon the arguments we have so 


| effective 


|Here you 
| waters, which are closed to British fisher- 
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during this session by the President of 
the Board ot Trade. It is quite clear 
that there must be something wrong in 
such a state of affairs. Our legislative 
grievance is this. You pass certain Acts 
of Parliament and you do not put them 
into force. What I believe is a very real 
and serious grievance, both legislative and 
administrative, is the inefficient policing 
and illegal trawling. The regults are of 
a much more serious character during the 
present year than we have ever seen 
before. We of course recognise that with 
the alteration of the character of this 
industry there must be a greater con- 
centration year by year in the largest 


| centres of the fishing industry, and that has 


been going on for some years, and is going 
on even now. Fishermen have been com- 
pelled, and have willingly adopted better 


| combination, and have joined together 


to build larger vessels and have made use 
of better implements for catching their 
fish ; but this year we have had the 


|matter very forcibly brought before us 


by the fact that this migration of fisher- 
men from small and ancient localities into 
the larger centres has not been simply a 
migration of families but of whole vil- 
lages, and in my constituency we have 
not merely empty fishermen’s houses, but 
one or two villages during the last year 
have been absolutely deserted by every 
human being who used to live there. 
This is a very serious matter, calling for 
the attention of the Government and the 
House, and if by any legislation this 
evil could be diminished very useful 
work would be done by this House and 
I will not go back 


often urged in former sessions during this 
Parliament, but one of our grievances is 


'the continued non-effective enforcement 


of the law with regard to the el-sing of 
the Moray Firth. This is an old griev- 
ance which has gone on year after year, 
and the facts are well known to Members 
of this House, and more particularly to 
Scottish Members. The Lord Advocate 
himself took very immediate and 
steps against the British 
trawlers, but he has taken no 
effective steps—and the Government of 
which he is a member have never shown 
that they are prepared by negotiations 
with foreign Powers to take any effective 
steps—to bring this scandal to an end. 
have in practically British 
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men, foreign fishermen going about catch- 
ing fish and landing them at British ports, 
while English and Scotch fishermen are 
not allowed to do so. I say that the 
Government ought to have made some 
effort during the time they have been in 
office to get the Governments of foreign 
countries bordering on the North Sea to 
join together to secure by an international 
agreement an abatement of this serious 
scandal in the administration of fishery 
laws. My constituency in East Aberdeen- 
shire has suffered very much in this 
respect. Aberdeen being the principal 
trawling port, the trawlers as they go 
in and out catch all the fish they can 
by trawling along the coast. The 
result is that practically all the fish- 
ing in inshore waters in Aberdeen- 
shire has been put an end to. It is rather 
strange that this part of the coast has 
been less patrolled by the Government 
cruisers than any other part of the coast. 
What has been the policy of the Govern- 
ment with regard to the sea police? A 
couple of years ago they withdrew this 
item from the Estimates and put it down 
as a charge on the local taxation account. 
It was not a fixed sum of money, and in 
previous yearsthe Imperial Exchequer was 


drawn upon according to our needs in this 
respect, and we looked forward to our 


needs being satisfied. But even with this 
increase in the cost we have not found 
that the sea police arrangements are ad- 
ministered better than they were before. 
Then there is another question which we 
have constantly brought before the pre- 
sent Government. They have made no 
effort during the five years they have 
been in office to render effective the 
Scotch Sea Fisheries Act of 1895. That 
was a Bill passed by the late Liberal 
Government, and it empowered the 
Fishery Board of Scotland to extend the 
territorial limits for fishery purposes in 
certain parts of Scotland. When that 
Bill was passing through the House of 
Lords, Lord Salisbury, by an Amendment 
arafted by his own hand, inserted into 
that clause words providing that it 
should not come into operation except by 
international agreement with the Powers 
bordering on the North Sea. Within a few 
weeks after this Amendment was in- 
serted Lord Salisbury came into office as 
Prime Minister and Foreign Secretary, 
and he kas made no substantial effort from 
that day to this to render effectual this 
clause in the Scotch Fisheries Act. I 


Mr. Buchanan. 
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think we have, therefore, a grievance 
against the Government for having 
allowed five years to elapse without any- 
thing effectual being done in the matter. 
We know very well that the years of 
this Parliament are running out, and it 
is hardly likely that any effective legis. 
lation can be done by this Parliament 


|during this session or the next session, 


which is the last. I think the fishermen 
and the fishing industry of this country 
are suffering under substantial grievances ; 
and they are not confined to one class of 
fishermen alone, because the diminution 
in the catch and the increase in the price 
of fish is not confined to a certain class 
of fish, but we have the same irregularity 
in the returns of fish from year to 
year prevailing in the herring fishing 
industry, notwithstanding all the money 
that has been spent from year to year 
in investigating the habits of fish and 
scientific investigations. We still know 
very little in regard to the migration of 
fish and why they appear on one part of 
the coast in one year and disappear the 
next. I only allude to that question in 
passing, because the herring industry is 
the most important of all the fishing indus- 
tries in Scotland, and I wish to show that 
it has suffered also. What I urge upon 
the Lord Advocate is that he should 
render effectual the laws now in opera- 
tion. I urge this upon him very strongly 
on behalf, not only of the line fishermen, 
but also the trawlers and the herring 
fishermen, who also have their grievances, 
and I think some serious and substantial 
efforts should be made to get the various 
Powers in the North of Europe who are 
vitally interested like ourselves in the sea 
fisheries of the North Sea to come 
together, in order to see whether they 
cannot come to some substantial agree- 
ment as to the conditions under which 
fishing rights shall be exercised in _par- 
ticular areas. I do not believe for a 
moment that it would be difficult to get 
the various Powers to come to a decision 
in the matter if it was taken seriously in 
hand by a powerful Government like the 
British Government. We have been put 
off for the past few years by the Con- 
ference at Stockholm, which was got up 
by the King of Sweden for scientific pur- 
poses, and those who organised that 
Conference never intended that it should 
have any direct legislative effect, or that 
it should lead to legislative action. What 
we want is something very different. We 
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want the question taken up as a matter 
of urgency in the interests of the fishing 
communities in England and Scotland, 
and in the interests of all the nations 
bordering on the North Sea. I believe 
there is still time todo this, and I would 
urge upon the Government, whilst Lord 
Salisbury occupies the influential position 
in the diplomatic world in Europe which 
he does, that they should organise a 
movement for bringing together the 
various Powers interested in order to 
deal with these questions, and to come 
to an agreement by which each nation will 
respect the laws made, and under which 
the law will be carried out effectually by 
this and other countries. 
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that this Vote be reduced by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That a sum, not exceeding £10,549, be 


granted for the said Service.”—(J/r. 
Buchanan.) 


Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 


W.) : Lhope that hon. Members from Scot- | 


land will not take it amiss if I join in 
this discussion, for I should like to put 
one or two questions 
Advocate. 
iny which the hon. Member has raised is 
one which interests us very much in 
Ireland, and perhaps I may be able to 
glean some information which may be 
useful to my constituency in the matter. 
We have been trying for a long time 
to get Irish waters properly policed, 
and to have the ravages of the steam 
trawlers put an end to, and although we 
have not been able to get cruisers of our 
own, we have hopes that something will 
be done for us in the near future. [I am 
anxious to know how many of these 
cruisers are at the disposal of the Fishery 
Board for Scotland, and also what assist- 
ance is given to the Scotch Fisheries 
Board by the Admiralty. In Ireland we 
have repeatedly asked the Admiralty to 
assist us in this matter, but the Admi- 
ralty have not done anything. Then I 
should like to ask for information with 
reference to the special brand which I 
believe exists for Scotch herrings. We 
have been trying for a long time to have 
a brand for Irish herrings, but we have 
not yet succeeded. I do not know 
whether this matter comes within the 
purview of the Scotch Office, but if it 
‘does, I should be indebted to the right 
hon. Gentleman if he would inform me 
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I beg to move | 
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| what the procedure was in Scotland by 


| which this brand for Scotch herrings was 
| obtained ; and perhaps he will also tell us 
| what was the effect of the establishment 
| of the brand on the Scotch fisheries. We 
| have an idea that a similar brand in 
| Ireland would be an assistance and an 
| encouragement to Irish fisheries. I would 
|also express the hope that the Govern- 
/ment will seriotsly and generally deal 
with the question of foreign trawlers in 
| territorial waters. We in Ireland have 
| to complain very much of the depreda- 
| tions of steam trawlers, and I hope that 
the time has come when the Government 
| will put a limit to their operations. I 
should be glad to add my voice, as the 
representative of an Irish constituency 
‘in which there is a_ large fishing 
interest, to the appeal which has been 
made to the Government to take 
up this question in a definite and 
determined manner and to endeavour to 
deal with it as soon as possible. I do not 
| desire to stand longer between hon. Mem- 
bers from Scotland and their Minister, 


| but I hope the points I have mentioned 
| will be considered. 

to the Lord | 
The question of steam trawl- | 


*Mr. H. S. FOSTER (Suffolk, Lowes- 
toft): I hope the Scotch Members will 
also forgive me, as an English Member re- 
presenting an important fishing con- 
stituency, for intervening in this debate. 
I think this is a question of importance to 
every part of the United Kingdom, and 
one which has been forcibly brought 
before us by a certain Bill which is now 
being considered by a Select Committee 
of the House. I cannot, of course, fore- 
cast the recommendations of that Com- 
mittee, but one thing has come out very 
clearly in the evidence, and that is that 
Parliament has been making grants year 
after year to the Scotch Fisheries Board 
largely for the purpose of assisting the 
scientific investigation which it was re- 
solved to undertake as a result of the 
recommendations of a Royal Commission 
some years ago, as to whether trawlers 
did or did not affect the supply of fish. 
These experiments have been conducted 
in the Moray Firth, and we have been 
told very clearly in the Committee to 
which I have referred, that the expendi- 
ture has been practically rendered futile— 
first of all, because the vessel employed is 
inadequate for the purpose, being de- 
scribed by officials of the Fisheries Board 





and other competent witnesses as being 
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utterly unsuited owing to its size ; and 
secondly, we are told that very little 
reliance can be placed on the results of the 
experiments because of the action of 
foreign trawlers in the Firth. 


*Tur CHAIRMAN : If the hon. Gentle- | 


man is referring to evidence given before 
a Select Committee, he is not in order in 


doing so until the Committee has re-| 
If he is referring to evidence | 


ported. 
obtained in any other way he is of course 
in order. 


*Mr. H. 8S. FOSTER: I was referring 


to matters of public knowledge which | 


have appeared in the Reports of the Scotch 
Fishery Board. An hon. Member oppo- 


site spoke of the state of things in the | 


Moray Firth as being little short of a 
scandal, and as I understand, we have no 


power beyond the three-mile limit to pro- | 
hibit foreign trawlers from fishing, but we | 
can apparently prohibit our own fellow- | 
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agreement, I will not say to stop over- 
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| fishing, because that can be regulated by 

supply and demand at any time, but to 
| protect those areas from which Scotland 
draws the largest supply of her fish. 
That will be found to be the most effective 
remedy. At the present moment the 
| goose that lays the golden eggs is being 
killed. There has been an immense in- 
crease in the capital employed in the 
fishing industry and in the catching 
| power of trawlers, not only in Scotland, 
/but in other parts of the coast uf the 
United Kingdom, and unless something 
is done to protect the fishing areas—and 
nothing effective can be done except by 
| international agreement—the result will 
be that the price of fish will continue to 
rise, because the supply will continue to 
fall. I apologise for intervening between 
the Scotch Members and the Lord Advo- 
cate, but the question is one in which 
increasing interest is now being taken in 
every part of the United Kingdom. 


subjects in any part of the world, as in the | 


case of the Moray Firthand the Behring Sea. 
It is a matter of the very greatest import- 


ance to our fisheries that the Government | 


should make some serious effort to arrive 
at an international agreement with the 
North Sea Powers for the protection of 
the fisheries. That was urged by a Com- 
mittee of this House in 1893, and so far 
as, I am aware, nothing has since been 
attempted in that direction. There isa 
theory that that would be very difficult 
until we have done something in the 
matter ourselves; but we have actually 


prohibited our own men from fishing in | 


what are practically our own waters, 
though for certain purposes they 
are also the high seas. Up _ to 
the present we have got no sort of 
assistance from foreign countries, and I 
believe no serious endeavour to secure it 
has been made. It is surely nothing 
short of a scandal that Scotch trawlers 
should be prohibited from fishing in these 
waters, while we allow foreign trawlers 
tofishin them. That is a great hardship, 
and applies to all Her Majesty’s 


subjects who might desire to fish in these 


waters. I hope the Lord Advocate will 
be able to give the Committee some 
assurance that it is the intention of the 
Government at an early date to invite 
the various Powers bordering on the 
North Sea to come into a conference in 
order to consider whether some steps 
should not be taken by international 


Mr. H. S. Foster. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): The 
Scotch Members ought to thank the hon. 
Baronet, and also the hon. Member oppo- 
site, for having taken up the cause we 
have so often urged in this House 
namely, that increased attention should 
be given to the condition of the fishing 
industry in Scotland. One matter which 
was mentioned by the hon. Member 
opposite struck me very forcibly. He 
talked about the amount of capital that 
/was now being embarked in the fishing 
‘industry. That is perfectly true, but the 
fishermen cannot take their capital out of 
that industry, because they cannot change 
their calling all at once. I have often 
| wondered whether the Government are 
alive to the very serious condition of 
| affairs all round our coasts. In my own 
| constituency last winter men were literally 
| starving, and, rightly or wrongly, they 
| attributed their condition to the amount 
of trawling going on. I have only risen 
to heartily support the motion of the 
' hon. Member for East Aberdeenshire. 


*Mr. WASON (Clackmannan and Kin- 
ross): I wish to ask a question with 
| reference to the salmcn fishery on the 
River Forth. A decision was given in 
the House of Peers by which salmon fish- 
‘ing is probibited in a certain way— 
namely, by “took and haul” and “hang 
/nets,” but nothing whatever was said 
about the universal practice of drift net 
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fishing, and I have been asked to ascertain | would be much better for the Fisheries. 
from the right hon. Gentleman whether | Board to spend money on the large har- 
or not the decision prohibits that practice, bours that could accommodate large boats, 
and also whether stake-nets are pro- | and that would be suitable for the re- 
hibited. quirements of modern fishing. But that. 
is not the policy of the Board. When- 
Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I | ever a harbour is not altogether a fishing 
do not think it necessary to enter into | harbour—if merchandise is brought into 
the question of trawling, because I have | it—then it gets no grant. Stokehaven, 
frequently expressed the same views as | which might be made one of the finest 
were expressed by the Member for East | harbours on the coast, has applied over 
Aberdeenshire to-night. I want espe- and overagain for a grant, but has been 
cially to call the attention of the Lord refused because it is not purely a fishing 
Advocate to another matter raised by | harbour, although if it got a grant it. 
my hon. friend, and that is the migration | could have accommodated many villages. 
of fishermen to the towns. This matter | in the vicinity. I think the Fishery 
has been going on for many years, and; Board might recognise the trend of: 
it is a very slow but very serious social modern affairs better than it does. 
revolution. In my own constituency 
villages which twenty years ago were, *Mr. WEIR said he should like to ask 
important fishing centres have not now a | the Lord Advocate what steps had been 
single boat. Finnon, which gave its name taken under the North Sea Fisheries Con- 
to the celebrated brand of haddocks, has | vention to keep foreign trawlers out of: 
at the present moment scarcely a fisher- the Moray Firth. Last year there were 
man, and the same thing is happening in | fifty-two foreign trawlers fishing in the 
other villages. I do not suggest that the Firth. Year after year the matter has. 
Government can stop this migration, been brought forward and, he regretted 
because I believe it is a movement which to say that nothing had been done to 
depends on questions of political economy | bring about the cessation of such an un- 
beyond the limits of the Government, but | satisfactory state of affairs, and instead of 
I think that the Government should matters showing an improvement they 
recognise it and not shut their eyes to it.| were going from bad to worse. The 
I believe that the main cause of this answer given to him in the House some 
migration is that the fishermen in the | time ago showed that twenty-three more 
small harbours cannot now pursue their; foreign trawlers were engaged in the. 
calling with success because these har- Moray Firth last year than in the previous 
bours will not accommodate the larger year. Was it not time that some 
boats now required. Not only that, energetic steps should be taken by the: 
but the insurance companies refuse to Secretary for Scotland, and his colleagues 
insure boats in harbours which are not in the Cabinet, to put a stop to such a 
entirely safe. Recently a great disaster | state of matters? The Committee heard 
happened in a small fishing town, and from another hon. Member representing 
not one of the boats which had been lost a fishing constituency that whole villages 
were insured. I myself reflected and towns were being depopulated on 
on the fishermen for not having done account of the trawlers carrying on their 
so, and was informed that the in-| work within the three mile limit. He 
surance companies would not insure a, was not condemning the trawlers, but 
single boat from that harbour. It seems they should fish out at sea. Why did 
to me that the Scotch Fisheries Board not Lord Salisbury take steps to remedy 
does not recognise the state of things that grievance, and allow line fisher- 
which exists. It is too ready to grant | men a chance of getting a living ? On the 
sums of money to small farmers on whom | 3rd April last he had asked for informa- 
it should not be spent. Ithink we had a | tion as to how many days foreign trawlers . 
case in the constituency of my hon. friend | had been fishing in the Moray Firth, and 
the Member for East Aberdeenshire in| he was informed that the details he had 
which a large sum of money was spent on | asked for could not be given without 
a harbour, and yet the fishermen left the | going over the logs of the cruisers 
harbour and came into Aberdeen. It does| for the whole year. He thought 
seem to me that this money, under such| that the Committee had __ better - 
circumstances, was wasted, and that it | know where they were. Was it that the. 
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commanders of the cruisers set the Secre- 
tary for Scotland at defiance, or was the 
reply merely an evasive answer to get rid 
of a troublesome question? If these com- 
manders set the Secretary for Scotland at 
defiance, what had the Lord Advocate to 
‘say ? If he were in the Transvaal he 
would have them shot straight away in 
the interests of discipline. One of these 
‘commanders was paid £100 a year by 
the Fishery Board for Scotland, and yet 
he set that Board at defiance. He hoped 
the Secretary for Scotland would show a 
little more backbone in such matters. 
British trawlers were excluded from the 
Moray Firth, while foreign trawlers 
fished in it. He did not want British 
trawlers in the Firth, but he thought all 
the trawlers ought to be cleared out. — It 
was a gross injustice that foreign trawlers 
should be allowed to sweep the harbours | 

-of the Moray Firth and take the fish to 
English ports for sale. That ought to be 
stopped, and he sincerely trusted that the 
Lord Advocate would impress on the 
Secretary for Scotland the necessity of 

not allowing the matter to pass by from 
year to year. It had a serious effect 

-indeed on the fishermen along the coast 
of Scotland. He had received a copy of , 

.a memorial within the last few days, 
which had been sent to the Secretary for 
Scotland from ten different associations in 
Scotland, urging the Government to send 

-down one or two more cruisers to watch 
the coast around the Hebrides, which was 

.a magnificent fishing ground. They were 

‘told that captures were effected at times— 
of course they were ; but the very fact that 
there were so many captures showed that 
the evil was an increasing one. Let the 

Secretary for Scotland approach the First 
Lord of the Admiralty on the matter. He 
himself had been successful in getting a | 
cruiser out of the right hon. Gentleman 

for the coast of Scotland, and if a humble , 
Member could do that why could not the | 
Secretary for Scotland do it also? He 
asked what was the Lord Advocate about 
to allow such a state of things to continue ? 
Let the trawlers fish outside if they liked, 
but they should be prevented from acting 

‘the part of sea robbers and stealing what 
belonged to the line fishermen. The fishing 
viliages were being desolated because of 

‘the trawlers and because of the insufficient | 
number of cruisers to look after them. It 
was true patriotism to prevent men who 
would fill the ranks of the Army and 
Navy from being swept away into the, 


Mr. Weir. 
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large cities, because the Government could 
not get in the slums of large towns men 
like they could get in the Hebrides and 
along the coast of Scotland. In 1894 
there were 11,217 registered fishing boats 
in Scotland, and in 1898 there were only 
10,485, or a decrease of 732. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
What about the trawlers ? 


*Mr. WEIR said that no doubt the 
Lord Advocate would be able to furnish 
the hon. Member with the information he 
desired. What had become of those boats 
and their crews ? Many of the men had 
gone into the towns, and did the best 
they could to get a living. But in Eng- 
land what was the result? The English 
fishing boats had increased in the same 
period by 320. He could only suppose 
that the fisheries round the coast of Eng- 
land were better looked after by the 


Admiralty cruisers. They did not 
remain in harbour at night. They 


were out at sea doing their work, and pre- 
venting the fishing beds being depleted 
by trawlers in the same way as they 
were on the coasts of Scotland. He 
asked the right hon. Gentleman to look 
into this Department, for which he was 
solely and absolutely responsible, and see 
that the cruisers did not remain in har- 
bour during the night. Night was the 
time to go out and catch the trawlers, and 
send them to the bottom of the sea 
if necessary. Trawlers were the curse 
of the Lews, where people who used to 
get a comfortable living were now almost 
starving in consequence of their action. 
He appealed once more to the Lord 
Advocate to confer with the First Lord of 
the Treasury, and get more money for 
cruisers, and with the Admiralty to obtain 
an addition to the fleet of cruisers. He 
was sure that with a little careful 
management and negotiation much more 
could be done in that way than at present. 
He had found, as a humble Member of the 
House, that the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty was “ come-at-able” and conciliatory. 
He now came to the question of harbours 
and piers. There was a sum of £3,000 
for grants-in-aid for the construction of 
piers and quays. It ought to be a 
very much larger sum, and he trusted that 
the right hon. Gentleman would have it 
increased, because it was so badly wanted. 
Portmahomack harbour was silting up 
with sand, and so was Balintore; while 
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at Avoch, on the east coast of Ross-shire, 
fowteen or fifteen fishing boats had 
deen smashed for want of shelter. 


Broad Bay, Island of Lewis. The Wal- 
pole Commission reported that a harbour 
‘was badly wanted there, and would cost | 
£30,000. That Commission seemed to 
be dust thrown in the eyes of the Scotch 
Members to stave off the evil day. No 
effort had been made to build the harbour 
at Portnagurran, where at present there 
was only a little boat-slip, which was 
of no earthly good ina storm. A harbour 
at Portnagurran would not only be of 
advantage to the fishing village there, 
but would form a splendid harbour of 
refuge for the whole north-west of Scot- 
land. What he complained ef was that 
nothing was done, and though any 
amount of money could be provided for 
the landlords, no effort was made to 
carry out the useful works recommended 
to the Government by the Commission 
which they themselves had appointed. 
There was great laxity in the administra- 
tion of the Fishery Board for Scotland. 
Of course the right hon. Gentleman had 
told them that the Fishery Board was 
under the control of the Secretary for 
Scotland, who put the muzzle or the brake | 
on; but would the Lord Advocate see 
what could be done to get these matters | 
attended to? Other hon. Members could | 
speak of the wants of their own consti- 
tuencies ; he spoke of a few of his. own 
which were so sadly and grossly neglected. 
They were asked to vote £365 a year 
for a scientific superintendent, and £262 
a year for an assistant inspector of 
sea fisheries, and it was stated in a foot- | 
note that these sums included an allow- | 
ance for office rent. He supposed that 
they put that allowance in their pockets. | 
Where were these offices? He did not. 
believe they existed. But if they did | 
exist, how was it that the office of the | 
Fishery Board, in Edinburgh could not be | 
used for these purposes? He had visited 
the Fishery Board Office, where there were | 
a number of very elegant rooms which | 
did not seem to be very much used. It 
was a dead and dreamy sort of place ; some | 
of the rooms might be utilised by these | 
gentlemen instead of the taxpayers’ money | 
being taken for other offices. It was very | 
painful to bring forward such matters | 
year after year, and to find that no effort : 
was made by the Scottish Office to remedy | 
the evils that existed. The Secretary for | 


VOL. LXXXV.  [FourrH Sertes.] 


{6 JuLy 1900} 


On | 


the west coast there was Portnagurran, | 
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| Scotland was paid £2,000 a year ; but he 


would pay him £5,000 if the right hon. 
Gentleman would get the work thoroughly 
well done. He thought that Lord Salis- 
bury might easily have arranged with the 


North Sea Powers to bring about a settle- 


ment of the Fisheries Convention. It 
was a pity that this country had not 
taken the initiative at the Hydrographical 
Conference. That had been done by 
Sweden, and Great Britain had been com- 


pelled to follow the lead of poor little 


Sweden. This matter of the Fisheries 
Convention had been going on for two 
and a half years, and it was time that the 
Papers were in the hands of the Members 
of the House. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said it was 


impossible not to feel deep sympathy with 


the hon. Gentleman opposite. He had 
informed the Committee that he had gone 
to the Fishery Board Office, and having 
expounded his views on Fisheries to the 
members of the Board, he found them 
dreamy. 


*Mr. WEIR said he never said anything 
of the kind. He had gone to the Fishery 
Board Office and found many elegant 
rooms, but they were empty, and he 
thought they might be put to a better 
use. He never said that the Fishery 
Commnissioners were dreamy ; it was the 
rooms that were dreamy. He hoped that 
the hon. Member would be more careful, 


| and not misrepresent him. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that if 
the hon. Member found the rooms were 
empty, it was very clear that the Com- 
missioners knew the hon. Member was 
coming. It was impossibie not to sym- 


_pathise with hon. Members opposite in 


their complaint as to the depletion of the 
fishing villages. The line fishermen were 
fine sailors, and better men could not be 
found along the coast; but he did not 
think that the remedy for the misfortunes 


|of these line fishermen would be dis- 


covered in the direction indicated by the 
hon. Member, who suggested that the 


| Lord Advocate should take command of a 


gunboat and go about sinking all the 
trawlers which came within the three-mile 
limit. But if the Lord Advocate did that 
they should lose his presence in the 
House. 


AN Hon. MEMBER : We would not miss 
him here. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the hon. 
Gentleman might go as_ his first lieu- 
tenant. The Scottish Fishery Board was 
the only Department of the State which 


was occupied with scientific investigations | 


in regard to fish and fisheries, and the total 
Vote only amounted to £18,000. It was 
true that £1,000 was paid in England 
towards the funds of the Marine Bio- 


logical Institute; but he thought 
it was disgraceful and _ discreditable 
to this country that so small an 


amount should be paid in the United 
Kingdom, when they remembered that the 
United States had a permanent Fishery 
Commission for the same purposes, and 
for which it paid no less a sum than 
£97,000 a year. The reason he was so 
anxious for a scientific investigation into 
the life history of fish and their migra- 


tions was that at the present moment , 


there existed the mest profound ignorance 
in regard to all these matters. His belief 
was that it was a delusion that trawlers 
destroyed the line fisheries. Most fisher- 
men believed that the eggs of large edible 
fish were laid upon the ground, and that 
when the trawl lay upon the ground it 
destroyed those eggs, and consequently 
the fish, but they now knew that to be 
wrong. They now knew that the eggs 
lay upon the water, and that the trawl 
therefore did no harm. He believed the 
allegation against the trawlers was abso- 
lutely unfounded. It might be that the 
condition of the line fishermen was due to 
causes which the Government could not 
help. It had been said that the number 
of line fishermen was decreasing, and 
many of them may have gone inland, or 
crossed the border and come to England, 
and given up the calling of a line fisher- 
man for some other occupation, but even 
now there was an enormous number of 
men still engaged in that occupation. 
With regard to the Moray Firth, he did 
not know whether any man _ could 
defend the action of those responsible 
for excluding English and Scotch fisher- 
men from that part of the Moray Firth 
which was, and always must remain, open 
to the rest of the world. Whatever hap- 
pened, this country could not undertake 
to police the high seas, and though we 
might exclude our own people we could 
not exclude foreigners from trawling in 
that part of the Moray Firth, which must 
always remain open to the fishing fleets 
of the world. He could never understand 


why that portion of the Moray Firth was 
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closed to British fishermen. With regard 
to an international agreement, that was 
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/not an easy thing to enter into, but, as- 


suming that it could be entered into,, 
would it be wise? There was an enor. 
mous number of fishermen carrying on. 
their ocenpation round our coasts, and if’ 
such an agreement was come to the boats, 
of all these men would be liable to be 
boarded, searched, and detained, not by 
our own gunboats, but the police boats of 
every foreign nation. He was not pre- 
pared to go that length, and, if the gun- 
boats of all nations were given such power 
over all our fishermen who fish the North 
Sea, we should very soon repeal it. He 
did not believe that that was the remedy. 


Some of the evils were, no doubt, 
somewhat exaggerated. He was con- 


vinced that the decrease was due to other 
causes than the depredations of the 
trawlers, and he hoped the Committee 
would consider very carefully any action 
they might take in the matter. 


Mr. SOUTTAR (Dumfriesshire) said! 
that, so far as he could see, whenever this 
Vote was discussed hon. Gentlemen imme- 
diately attacked the trawling industry. 
He did not believe in the breaking of the 
law by trawlers, but he did not think 
these constant attacks were justified. The 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn had, he 
thought, hit the nail on the head. If 
there had been anything wrong in the 
action taken with regard to the Moray 
Firth, it was the exclusion from that water 
of the British trawlers. The matter had 
been approached from a wrong  stand- 
point by the hon. Member for Ross and 
Cromarty, and Scotchmen, of all men, 
should not be the ones to take up such 
a position as they had with regard to it 
from an economic point of view. The 
fact of the matter was, the fishing industry 
was undergoing a great change. Trawling 
was as great an advance upon line fishing 
as the express train upon the stage coach, 
and it must inevitably take its place. 
The number of line fishermen had no 
doubt diminished, but there. was no harm 
in that ; they had not disappeared, as the 
hon. Gentleman would have the Com- 
mittee believe, they had simply taken 
to other occupations and moved into the 
towns. The population of Aberdeen, 
where the air was just as salubrious, was: 
increasing, and its wealth was increasing 
by leaps and bounds, owing to the trawl- 
ing industry, and these fishermen were to- 
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be found there. Hon. Members speaking | of great peril, and who by that very 
of the destruction of fish appeared to) peril provided the Navy with the best 
think that a day was coming when the men. The hon. Member was under an 
supply would not be equal to the demand, entire misapprehension if he supposed 
but no such misapprehension need exist, that all parts of the ocean were stocked 
for the fact had been abundantly proved | with edible fish. If the hon. Member 
that if all the world was to feed upon fish, | went to one part of the ocean he might 
and nothing else, there was abundance in | tind no fish at all, whilst if he went to 
the sea, and the supply would always | another he would find a breed of fish that 
exceed the demand. /he had never seen before. If the ocean 
| was swarming with fish, how was it that 
Mr. HEDDERWICK said that, but for | English soles were not found on the coast 
the remarks of the hon. Member for) of Spain, for instance, or New York? 
King’s Lynn and the remarkable speech | English turbot was not found in all parts 
of the hon. Member for Dumfriesshire, | of the sea. Fish had their habitats and 
he should not have intervened in the | feeding grounds in particular places, and 
debate. The hon. Member for King’s | though they laid their spawn on the water 
Lynn had rather missed the point, which the spawn came close to the shore and 
was trawling within the three-mile limit, | only gradually receded into the deeper 
and had endeavoured to draw the atten-| water, but never into the deep parts of 
tion of the Committee away from that | the ocean. Some fish bred in some parts 
point by suggesting that the whole and some in others, and those parts of 
matter should be settled by some great | the coast where they bred were invalu- 
Commission. There would be no objec- able as nurseries, and it was as much to 
tion to a Commission which would set at the interest of the trawler as of the 
rest much which was .not at present line fisherman that these nurseries should 
known with regard to this subject; but | be kept inviolate. It was better for the 
the immediate point was not in connection | trawler to fish in deep water, because 
with this great scientific problem; the | there he would get the mature fish that 
immediate question revolved round the were bred in the shallows. If, owing to 
law which had been made by the House | the competition which existed, and the 
that no trawling should be allowed absence of protection, these nurseries 
within a limit of three miles from the were invaded and harried and scarified so 
shore. If that law was broken it wes as| that no fish could find time to rest or 
mach the duty of the Government to | breed there, the result must inevitably be 
, arrest the offenders as it was their duty | that our great fishery beds would be ren- 
to arrest a housebreaker or a thief. The dered sterile. The hon. Member for 
hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty was Dumfriesshire, he knew, had no desire to 
therefore right when he complained and encourage the trawlers to break the law, 
found fault with the Fishery Board. and he would no doubt agree with the 
Day and night on the lonely shores of | hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty in 
Scotland that law was continually being | his appeal to the Government that they 
violated, and it was only fair to say that should do something more than they had 
the efforts made for policing these waters | done up to the present to preserve these 
vere not adequate to cope with the vio- | spawning beds and breeding grounds and 
aters of the law. The hon. Member for | the waters within the three-mile limit 
Dumfriesshire was, no doubt, animated by | from the depredations of the trawlers. 
idmirable desires when he deprecated the 
ittacks made upon the trawlers, but what) Captain SINCLAIR: The debate to 
ne (Mr. Hedderwick) wished to point out | which we have listened has ranged over 
was that these was room for the line | a great variety of subjects. I think we 
ishermen and the trawlers as well, if | are much indebted to the hon. Gentleman 
tawlers conformed to the law and did who brought the subject of sea fisheries 
uot trawl where they had no right to | before the House, because it is one which 
ttawl—but where they did—to the great really deserves to be much more 
detriment of the line fishermen, who, as| widely discussed and known than 
the Lord Advocate had pointed out, were | it is at present. The opinions 
most valuable men to the State. There| which have been expressed on one side 
vere 10,000 men engaged in trawling, and the other by various Members during 
against 34,000 line fishermen, who had | the debate to-night seem to show that 
‘o earn their living under conditions ' there is a considerable conflict of opinion 
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and diversity of view in regard to the 
question of the North Sea fisheries. The 
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hon. Gentleman who brought forward | 


the subject pointed out how, in his 


opinion, undoubtedly the exhaustion of | 


the North Sea fisheries had been made 
clear. The fishermen now do go further 
in pursuit of their calling, and that in 
spite of enormously increased catching 
power. In spite of greater efficiency, fisher- 


men have to go greater distances than ever | 


in order practically to maintain, and no 
more than maintain, the present supply 
of fish. If those who are interested in 
the development of the country neglect 
the physical resources of the sea, which 
are so valuable a source of food supply 
to the country, we shall inevitably have 
to do what sas been done in foreign 
countries—in the United States and 
other parts of the world—in the way of 


investigating the question of fish food | 


supply. What has been done in other 
countries shows undoubtedly how far 
behind we have lagged in this matter. 
The real truth of the matter is that there 
has been considerable over-tishing in the 
seas in which we fish. 


theory, it is quite possible and probable 
that the supply of fish is inexhaustible, as 
only fish of a certain kind and age come 


into the estuaries and bays and inlets of 


the country. I think, therefore, it is 
clear that the supply of fish in the 
North Sea is not necessarily re- 
cruited by fish coming in from 
other parts of the world. All these 
points remain very much matters of 
doubt and supposition, very much 
matters of hypothesis, and I do not think 


it is for any of us to dogmatise on the | 
My purpose in rising is to en- 


subject. 
force one consideration upon the attention 


of the Lord Advocate, which has a bear- 
It would be of no 
service at present to enter into the con- 
troversy which has been raised to-night 
as to the closing or non-closing of the | 
In my opinion, for what it 
the Moray | 
Firth is entirely justifiable not only on 
purely scientific grounds, but on econo- 
mical and social grounds, and, if you like, 
on political grounds in the best sense of 
the word. The hon. Member for Dumfries- 


ing on this matter. 


Moray Firth. 
is worth, the closing of 
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| far as possible the inevitable friction and 


Although there is , 
no scientific investigation to support the 
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| hardship involved in any great transition 
of the kind. More than that, I think 
that, going from present-day considera- 
tions to those of the future, it will be 
found that as a field for investigation the 
Moray Firth is very valuable to this 
‘country, and that it is possible, as I hope 
it may be later on, for co-operation be- 
tween the North Sea Powers to advance 
further than they have at present in in- 
vestigating the subject. It will be seen 
that we have done our duty in en- 
deavouring to investigate questions which 
can only be investigated in a closed area. 
We shall have done our duty so far as 
lies in our power in having other areas 
closed so that scientific research may be 
valuably assisted in the future. Various 
suggestions and statements were made 
|in the debate which I daresay it will 
be for the Lord Advocate to take 
notice of, and which he is far better 
qualified to deal with than I am. But 
be that as it may, I regret that this 
debate should assume an aspect of wrany- 
ling between different classes of fishermen 
in the country. There is room for both, 
and I wish to point out a consideration 
which should not be lost sight of in regard 
to the fisheries in Scotland. A very 
valuable part of the fisheries in Scotland, 
in common with other parts, is the herring 
fisheries. In considering the livelihood, 
circumstances, and conditions of the 
fishermen of Scotland, you must take 
into account that 70 per cent. of the catch 
and 50 per cent. of the value of the fish 
in Scotland are herrings, and, therefore, 
in so far as that proportion goes, and so 
far as that interest goes, they are entirely 
withdrawn from any controversy what- 
ever between ‘ine fishermen and _ trawl 
fishermen, whose industry is confined to 
| white, flat, or round fish, which must be 
distinguished entirely from the herring 
fisheries. As long as you have herring 
fisheries you must consider what their 
interest is and what the occupation of the 
| fishermen is for the rest of the year. 
In regard to the Moray Firth, I wish to 
impress upon the Lord Advocate the in- 
adequacy of the “Garland” as a ship for 
scientific investigation. No one knows 
better than the right hon. Gentleman 
himself the inadequacy of the “ Garland,” 








\for it has been pointed out by the 


shire has pointed out how a transition is 
Fishery Board and in the Committee 


going on in the fishing industry as in other 
industries to which he referred, but it is' Report of 1893. The investigations 
surely proper statesmanship on the part of which the Fishery Board have con- 
any Government to modify and reduce as ‘ducted have been hampered and to 
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some extent rendered nugatory by the 


inefficiency of the “‘ Garland.” Practically | 


that ship can do no very great work, except 


on the west coast, and everyone Knows | 
t requires a sea-going ship, well equipped | 


and of sufficient size, to do the work some 


of the trawlers do on the east coast of | 


Scotland; and in order to bring the 
investigations up to date and make them 
useful for the purpose of comparison 
with the practical work done by vessels 


of much larger size, I would urge most | 


respectfully the right hon, Gentleman 
that in order to carry out the 
wish expressed by the Fishery Board for 
Scotland it is very necessary to equip 
them with a better vessel than at present. 
It is obvious to everyone who reads the 
Fishery Board Report as to the size of 
the vessels sent out to follow the trawlers 
within the three-mile limit. I think there 
should be a cruiser able to do that work, 
but the Government should look to the 
further strengthening of the fleet now 
engaged in co-operation with the ships of 
the Royal Navy in policing these waters. 
As a matter of fact the policing of these 
waters is a very serious cost to the 
country, and I think the system is more or 
less on its trial. Many critics have 
during this debate rather cast doubt on 
the advisability of a strong enforcement of 
the three-mile limit. The three-mile limit 
is not peculiar to this country ; it is com- 
mon to all the countries which have coasts 
on the North Sea; and I agree entirely 
with what was said by the hon. 


Member for the Wick Burghs, that that , 


being the law we should have it enforced. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Major JAME- 
son, Clare, W.). House counted, and 
forty Members being found present, 


Captain SINCLAIR (continuing) : 
The consideration I wish to enforce on 
the House is that the three-mile limit is 
a practical system, and, apart from any 
controversy between liners and trawlers, 
we must enforce that if only to give the 
system a trial. There are many critics 


who say that we get no gain by this— | 


no gain in the fish food supply, no gain 
to the interest of the country in any 
respect. 
and one which we shall have to settle 
later on by investigation, but by all 
means let us have efficient methods of 
policing. Early in the debate great 
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| policing the North Sea as a_ whole. 


That is a matter of question, | 


| direction. 
| Advocate and the Government to enable 
that Board to do its work effectively, and 
doubt was thrown upon the possibility of for that purpose to equip it more effi- 
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The hon. Gentleman the Member 
for King’s Lynn talked about policing the 
high seas. Let us talk about the North 
Sea and not go further afield at present. 
There is every evidence to show, not from 
this country alone but from other countries, 
that there has been exhaustion there. I 
mention this to impress my own view in 
regard to international action in this 
matter. Whether justified or not, I 
believe there is a strong conviction in the 
minds of some hon. Members here and 
some people outside the House that the 
Government has not done all it could to 
advance the policy of international co- 
operation in this direction. We have 
never been able, so far as I am aware, to 
get any satisfactory assurance that the 
Government has really done anything 
practical in this matter. It may require 
time, I admit, to deal with the great 
difficulties of the situation, but as it is in the 
interest of foreign countries bordering on 
the North Sea not less than our own 
interest, surely that affords an oppor- 
tunity for pressing the idea of protecting 
in some way the fisheries of the 
North Sea. I cannot avoid the convictiun 
that the Government have not done as 
much as might have been done to press 
forward this question, whether as regards 
anextended limit on the closing of areas, or 
whatever the proper proposal is. The 
Government have not convinced a number 
of people interested in this question that 
they have really made any practical and 
earnest endeavour to obtain any measure 
of international co-operation. Everything 
that was made known to the House—and 
by that we are obliged to judge—in re- 
gard even to the earlier attempts at co- 
operation seemed to me to indicate very 
great supineness in the matter, and I 
regret it most truly, for I believe from 
the evidence that comes from all sides 
that it is only by such international 
co-operation that we can have 
any hope of preserving the valuable 
fishing grounds of the North Sea, 
by whatever means it may be desirable 
to protect them. In the first place, 
let us do all we can in this country to 
inform ourselves in regard to the fisheries 
of the country. The Fishery Board for 
Scotland has been instanced to-night as 
having done most valuable work in this 
I would plead with the Lord 





863 Supply—Civil 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 864 


ciently with the means of scientific inves- | There was another Commission about 


tigation. 


The point I wish to urge upon | 1883, which, I think, was confined to the 


him is the inefficiency of the present | investigation of the effect of beam- 
vessel for scientific investigation. Let us| trawling in the North Sea. There was 
go further if you like, and endeavour to | also a Commission in 1893, but the weak- 
organise the fisheries of the other parts of | ness of it was this—and I think the same 
the United Kingdom, so that it may he | thing will be found in connection with any 
clearly shown that this country at any | 


rate is doing what it can in this respect. 
The fact that hon. Members for Ireland 
and also for England have taken part 


in this debate seems to indicate that | 


interest in this question is spreading. 
It is a very good thing that it should, 
because the fishing industry is a very 
valuable one, whether as regards the food 
supply of the country or occupation for 
the fishermen ; but when you look beyond 
Scotland there is a lamentable want of 
organisation. 
Ireland is there organisation comparable 
at all—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN pointed out that | 


the remarks of the hon. Member on this 
matter were not relevant to the Vote 
under consideration. 


CapTAIN SINCLAIR: I will certainly 


other Committee assembled within these 
walls to investigate this question—that 
you cannot get proper evidence at this 
time of the year, when fishermen are 
employed elsewhere. I mention that 


| point to enforce the desirability of having 


a further inquiry into the whole subject. 
Let the inquiry take what form it may, 


| and whatever form the Government deem 


Neither in England nor | 


endeavour to keep within the limits. | 


Earlier in the debate the whole question 
of the North Sea was brought up in con- 
nection with the Stockholm Conference, to 
which this Government sent a delegate 
last year. I was only trying to point 
out that if we wish to stand well in any 
international effort to preserve the 
fisheries of the North Sea, first of all we 
should do what we can at home. The 
£18,000 which is reckoned Scotch ex- 
penditure in connection with this work is 
for a service which ought to be borne by 
the whole of the United 
Everyone interested in the question 
recognises the valuable work done by the 
Fishery Board for Scotland. Let that 
work be extended, and carried on not only 
in Scotland, but in England and Ireland. 


Let the territorial limits be properly | 
policed, not only off Scotland, but off 


England and Ireland. I venture to sug- 


gest that there should be a thorough in- | 


quiry into the condition of the fisheries 
of this country. In 1863 there was a 


very valuable Commission, of which Pro- | 
fessor Huxley and Sir James Kerr were | 
They, with great labour and | 


members. 
pains, placed on record the results of 
perhaps the most valuable investigation 


most desirable. Here we are in 1900, 
having had no real inquiry into the sub- 
ject since 1863. If we are ever to enter 
into any international agreement on this 
matter we must first be thoroughly satis- 
fied as to our own facts, and have an 
opinion based on those facts. We ought 
to have a distinct policy to advocate, and 
endeavour to carry it out with the help 
and co-operation of other nations. We 
are not doing so much as we ought to be 
doing in this matter; we are not doing 
as much as the magnitude and relative 
importance of this great interest of the 
country justify. I would urge most 
earnestly that everything possible should 
be done to create public interest in this 
question, and to convince the public that 


| it really is important that these interests, 


Kingdom. | 


very valuable in themselves and very im- 
portant to the country as a whole, which 
are threatened with extinction, should 
receive consideration and investigation. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) agreed 
that these debates were almost the same 
every year; most of the speeches had 
been so similar to those delivered during 
the preceding four or five years that one 
might almost have had a phonograph and 
reeled off the old speeches instead of having 
a fresh debate. There were always the 
same complaints as to the neglect of the 
Fishery Board, the extension of the 
three-mile limit, the grievance about 
Moray Firth, the international agreement, 
and so forth, but nothing got any for- 
warder. There was one point which had 
advanced a little during the year, and 
that was that more Members had recog- 
nised the necessity for having a proper 
' scientific inquiry into the condition of the 
| fisheries. That was a very material point, 


that has taken place in this matter. |as Members who asked for international 
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action were really a little premature, 
because no international agreement could 
be arrived at until there were the proper 
scientific data to go upon. 
absolutely known in the matter; it was 
not known even to what extent trawling 
was doing harm. 
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but the extent of the damage was un- 
known. A valuable contribution to the 
debate had been made by the hon. 
Member who called attention to other 
causes which were depleting the supply, 
and he commended that speech to the 
attention of the Lord Advocate and the 


Government. The question of the 
Moray Firth, again, was an _ old 
grievance, and he adverted to _ it 


merely to call attention to the ridiculous | 


position in which the question now stood. 
It had been already pointed out that the 
only effect of the present law was to 
allow foreign trawlers to go there, while 
our own fishermen were prevented. The 


number of trawlers in the Moray Firth had | 


been estimated at twenty-three, but accord- 
ing to the evidence supplied to him there 
were sometimes as many as fifty foreign 
trawlers there. Moray Firth was a fairly 
large piece of water, but still, fifty trawlers 
was a very large number for such an area, 
and it must be perfectly obvious that the 
presence of those trawlers entirely de- 
stroyed the value of any experiment in the 
closing of the Firth to our own fishermen. 
The Committee should remember it was 
proposed to close the Moray Firth not as 
& permanent measure, but for a certain 


time in order to enable the experiment to | 


be tried, and to see whether the supply 
would increase if the spawning grounds 
were not disturbed by the operation of 
trawlers. But four or five years ago the 
foreign trawlers appeared, their numbers 
had continued to increase, and it was 
admitted on all hands that their presence 
entirely vitiated the experiment, and that 
it was not worth while continuing it. 


The experiment could not now be properly | 


tried, and it was very doubtful whether, 
if the British trawler were allowed in, it 
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So little was | 


It was always assumed | 
that trawling was doing harm, and several | 
Members had gone back to that well- 

worn theme in the course of the evening, 


would further vitiate the experiment. | 
However, he did not wish to argue, 


that question, but all were agreed that 
the value of the experiment 
destroyed by the presence of the foreign 


was | 
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(trawlers coming in and reaping this 
/harvest. Surely such an absurd con- 
| dition, which no one had denounced more 
warmly and clearly than the present 
Prime Minister some years ago, would 
not be allowed by the Government to 
continue indefinitely. The matter would 
have to be dealt with, either by the con- 
dition being withdrawn, or by prohibiting 
foreign trawlers going into the Firth. To 
make an international agreement such as 
that would involve, some consideration 
would have to be given to the foreign 
| trawlers, or an arrangement would have 
to be made covering the whole of the 
North Sea. With regard to the general 
question, the only interest which had to 
be considered was that of the consumer— 
not only the consumer of the present, but 
also the consumer of the future. In 
these fisheries, particularly those of the 
North Sea, there was a large and impor- 
tant source of national wealth ; it was 
aileged that that source of national 
wealth was being wasted by improvident 
| methods of fishing, and certainly it was a 
matter for investigation. The remedy 
for some of the injuries suffered by the 
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fishing industry was to be found 
in getting a proper knowledge 
of the _ practical effects of the 


present system ; and, considering the great 
difficulties which must necessarily arise, 
that knowledge could not be acquired 
without some elaborate apparatus, without 
the expenditure of some years upon the 
task, and without the co-operation of the 
principal maritime Powers adjoining the 
North Sea. The Stockholm Conference 
seemed to offer an opportunity of having 
such a joint investigation, and perhaps 
the Lord Advocate would be able to tell 
the Committee what progress that Con- 
ference had made, and whether its in- 
vestigations were being conducted ona 
sufficiently large scale. Several Members 
had observed that the Fishery Board, 
although it was prosecuting its inquiries, 
did not devote enough money or employ 
sufficient apparatus or observers to make 
the investigation complete ; but he was 
confident the Committee would not 
grudge more money in order to enable 
the Board to prosecute its inquiries 
properly. He would fot discuss the 
question of an international agreement 
or the extension of the three mile 
limit; the arguments for and against 


trawlers, and there was also the rankling | had been urged upon the Committee 


‘sense of injustice in the minds of the line | several 
fishermen when they saw the foreign that the 


him 
facts 


to 
the 


times. It seemed 
knowledge of 
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was preliminary to everything else, 
and until they had that knowledge it 
was not much use talking about an in- 
ternational agreement. He therefore 
joined very cordially in the suggestion of 
several hon. Members that the Govern- 
ment should take up the question as a 
whole, and seriously consider the advisa- 
bility of initiating an investigation on 
the largest possible basis, and of trying 
to get the other Powers adjoining the 
North Sea to co-operate. If that was done 
they would be in a position to go forward, 
and he was certain that if the result of 
that investigation showed that any single 
class of fishermen were improperly 
suffering, or that any particular method 
of fishing was doing injury, there would 
be no difficulty in carrying remedial 
measures through the House. The 
interest of one particular class must not 
be permitted to stand in the way of a 
national benefit, and it was from that 
point of view that this question must be 
considered. 


*Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.) said it 
was to be regretted the Government had 
not taken some action with regard to 
steam trawling. Year after year the 
same battle was fought, but without 
redress, and it was somewhat dishearten- 
ing to find Scotch Members putting down 
such very small reductions as £10 or 
£100. In such a case a_ reduction 
equivalent to the whole Vote should be 
moved, but Scotchmen were always 
‘economical, and they were economical 
even in the reductions they moved. Every 
Irish Member was in absolute accord with 
the complaints which had been made by 
the Scotch Members, as, year by year, 
the fishing industries on their coasts were 
going out of existence, and he spoke as 
the representative of a constituency in 
Ireland who suffered cruelly from the 
depredations of trawlers, and who had 
not sufficient boats and nets to carry 
on their trade. Right hon. Gen- 
tlemen on the Treasury Bench were 
always talking about the difficulty of 
getting sailors and naval reserves, but 
was not the extermination of the fishing 
industries the very worst way of obviat- 
ing the difficulty? He earnestly hoped 
the Lord Advocate, as the mouthpiece of 
the Government, would point out to the 
Secretary for Scotland that this matter 
must be attended to, that it could not go 
on year after year as it had done, and 


Mr. Bryce. 


{COMMONS} 
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‘that the demands of the fishermen of 
Scotland must once and. for all be dealt 
with. If the mover of the Amendment 


went to a division he should be most. 


happy to support him. 
Mr. POWER (Waterford,  £.), 


thorougly agreed with the remarks of 
the previous speaker, as the fishermen of 
Ireland were suffering tremendously 
from steam trawlers. Scotland very 
wisely some years ago. prevented these: 
trawlers coming within the three mile: 
limit, but the result had-been that a large 
number of those steam trawlers which 
had previously infested the Scotch coast 
now frequented the Irish coast, and were 
doing greater harm than in. the case of 
Scotland. The reason they did greater 
harm on the Irish coasts was that the: 
authorities had passed bye-laws prohibit- 
ing trawling within the three-mile limit,. 
but they had no power to enforce those 
bye-laws against foreign trawlers. His 
reason for rising was to ask the Lord 
Advocate to be good enough to inform 
him in what way in Scotland they 
prevented the steam trawlers coming 
within the prescribed limits, whether 
they had gunboats, and, if so, how many !: 


Dr. CLARK said it was perfectly true 
these were old complaints, but they had 
to be repeated year after year, because: 
nothing was done to remedy the matters 
complained of. In this Vote there were 
three items for paying the salaries of 
naval officers who ought to see that the 
law was carried out, and they had to 
complain that, notwithstanding the fact 
that they were paying this money, the law 
was not carried out, and the policing was. 
inefficient. The gunboats on the Danish 
coast did not look upon policing work as 
derogatory, and the result was that the: 
law there was carried out, and if the 
trawlers, when they came to the Scotch 
coast, met with the same reception as on 
the Danish coast, there would be nothing 
to complain of. Another evil, and one: 
which he had not heard alluded to, 
was that the herring fishery was being 
seriously affected by the trawlers. The 
trawlers caught the herrings by day, and 
day-trawled herrings could not be pro- 
perly cured, with the result that the 
| reputation of the finest brand of herrings 
'was being entirely ruined. That was a 
| question affecting the right hon. Gentle- 
'man himself, because many of his own 
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constituents were engaged in fishing for | 
ing the Fishery Board for precisely 


herrings, and therefore he trusted the 
Fishery Board would take some steps in 
the matter. 


Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkcud- 
brightshire) desired to say a word in regard 
to the trawlers which were continually 
coming up from the south of England to 
many of the beds on the south-west of 
Scotland. Several hon. Members appeared 
to be of the opinion that these trawlers 
did no harm whatever, but when it was 
found the number of fish was seriously 
diminishing there must be some reason for 
it. It was admitted on all hands that 
during recent years there had been great 
improvements in the modes of catching 
fish, the manipulation of the nets, and so 
on. If that was the case, and yet at the 
same time the supply of fish was so enor- 
mously diminishing, some very substan- 
tial reason must exist, and it was 
a matter the Government should take 
into very serious consideration. He 
was quite at one with those who thought 
an inquiry should be set on foot. He 
would go further and say that not only 
ought a Departmental inquiry to be made, 
but a Commission should be established 
to consider all the many questions affect- 
ing the fisheries on the coasts and also the 
inland fisheries of the country. He was 
very anxious to hear from the Lord Ad- 
vocate what measures were being adopted 
by the Government, what effect the 
recent important decision of the House of 
Lords was likely to have, and whether or 
not the number of gunboats on the coast 
of Scotland was to be increased. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : The 
hon. Member for East Aberdeenshire, who 
initiated this debate, complained that he 
was tired of talking so often on these old 
subjects and of bringing up the old 
grievances, and that complaint was 
reiterated by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for South Aberdeen, who 
went so far as to say that he thought a 
phonograph might supply sufficient occu- 
pation for the evening and save us the 
trouble of debating the question. In one 
sense, I do not know that we have ever 
had so satisfactory a debate as that of 
to-night, because, although in other years 
hon. Members have joined in a common 
abuse of the Fishery Board, which has 
not been altogether absent on this occa- 
sion, it has never been made so clear that 
although they are all anxious to provide 
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really blam- 
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some remedy they are 


opposite reasons. We have really never. 
had such a contrast between. those who. 
advocate the claims of the trawlers on. the: 
one hand and the claims of the line fisher- 
men on the other, as we have had to-night. 
The hon. Member for East Aberdeenshire,,. 
however, began with making a quotation 
from a speech of the President of the 
Board of Trade, which, taken by itself, I 
think is capable of being grossly misunder- 
stood. The hon. Member said he need not 
do anything more to show the serious. 
condition the fisheries were in than to. 
quote a sentence of my right hon. friend. 
which he used in introducing the Bill at. 
present before the House for dealing. 
with sea fisheries— 

“That our fishery grounds are being de- 
pleted year by year by the operation of the 
trawl.” 

Hearing that sentence as the hon. Member 
used it to-night, I cannot help thinking 
the Committee would be led to under- 
stand that that would imply the unlawful 
navigation of trawlers in forbidden 
waters. What I want to point out is 
that my right hon. friend used that 
sentence in regard to the well-known. 
beds in the North Sea, not territorial 
waters at all, but on the other side, on 
the coasts of Norway and Germany. 
Whatever we may be able to do for the 
policing of the fisheries, it is obvious that 
none of our operations would have any 
effect on what was being done on those 
fishery beds. The complaints by the 
hon. Member really come back to the old. 
and familiar complaints, ineffectiveness of 
sea-policing, and not having entered into 
an international agreement. The attack. 
naturally developed in the course of the 
debate, but in rather a curious way, as is. 
shown by the speeches of the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Aberdeenshire, who opened 
the debate, and the hon. Member for the 
Lowestoft Division of Suffolk. Both hon.. 
Members made use of the same phrase in 
reference to the Moray Firth. Both said _ 
that the position of the Moray Firth was. 

a scandal ; but what does that mean? The 
hon. Member for East Aberdeenshire says 
it is a scandal because the foreign trawlers 
are not kept out. The hon. Member for 


Lowestoft says it is a scandal 
because the British trawlers are 
not let in. So that though they are: 


unanimous in saying it is a scandal, when 
they came to apply the remedy it. 
would be the opposite in the one 
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case to what it would be in the other. 
That was the beginning of the contro- 
versy, and as I have said it developed 
until, I think, we have never had such an 
outspoken debate by those who, on the 
one hand, favour the trawlers and those 
‘who do not. Hon. Members from Ireland 
who are indirectly interested in this ques- 
tion take the same line as the hon. 
Member for Lowestoft, and the hon. 
Member who addressed us to-night spoke 
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in favour of the admission of foreign 
trawlers. With regard to the inefficiency 
-of sea policing, I deny that there has been | 
any inefficiency. I do not mean to say | 
that we have arrived at such a state of | 
perfection that the law is never broken. | 
Consider what it means : we have not only 

to protect the Moray Firth, but the 

three-mile limit all round Scotland, and | 
when you come to think of the difficulty 
-of locating a trespass where you cannot 
go by boundaries as on dry land, but 
only by an imaginary line, and that you 
have not only to do this by daylight, but | 
also at night, it is not difficult to realise that 

where there is a disposition to break the 

law, the law should be contravened. Bat | 
speaking on the whole no one could read 
the Reports of the Fishery Board without | 
‘coming to the conclusion that the policing | 
of the sea has been active, strenuous, and 
effective. The particulars as to the 
policing will be found on the thirtieth 
and following pages of the Report of the 
Fishery Board of the general Report. I 
might incidentally, here, answer the 
question put to me by the hon. Member 
for West Kerry. The vessels that are 
engaged in this work are, first of all, 
three regular Fishery cruisers; that | 
is to say vessels which are the property | 
-of, and are at the disposal of, the Fishery | 
Boara of Scotland. Those are helped by | 
the “Jackal,” which is constantly used | 
in the service, and by the “Cockchafer” | 
and “Redwing.” So that the Fishery | 
Board have the continual service of | 
three ships of their own and three ships | 
of the Admiralty, which are engaged in 
this service. As a consequence there 
have been seventeen prosecutions during 
the past year against trawlers. And the 
way those prosecutions were handled is 
sutticiently shown by the fact that in 
every one the authorities were successful 
in obtaining a conviction, a statement 
which in my opinion reflects great credit 
on the police boats and the various 
-Officials in Scotland who had the conduct 


| 





Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


Service Estimates. 872 
of the prosecutions. In addition to those 
there were a great many cases in which 
there were no prosecutions ; but in order 
to show how much on the alert they 
were there is a table in the appendix 
which shows the number of various boats 
that were detained during the year until 
fishing delinquencies of one sort or 
another were entered into. That table 
shows a grand total of 646 boats which 
were detained pending inquiries. [ 
honestly think when these particulars 
are looked into it really is not the case 
to say that the policy has not been 
effective and thorough. No doubt as 
long as the world lasts and the fishing 
industry goes on as it does, complaints 
will be made, and I expect them to be 
made, but I really do not think 
any complaint can be made against the 
Fishery Board on this matter. I may 
say that this fleet is shortly to be 
strengthened by another cruiser, which 


'it is hoped will be ready by Decem- 


ber next. There has been a change of 
policy in this matter, and instead of being 
dependent on the Admiralty as heretofore 
the Fishery Board now have their own 
cruisers. I might say incidentally that 
the complaint of the hon. Members for 
Ireland that the trawlers descended on 
the Irish coast is a back-handed com- 
pliment to the policing of the waters of 
Scotland, because it simply means that it 
is very much easier to trawl off Ireland, 
where the policing is non-effective, than 
off the coast of Scotland. With regard to 
the details asked for by the hon. Member 
for Ross and Cromarty, who was exceed- 
ingly sarcastic as to the efficiency of the 
Secretary for Scotland in not having 
given the details asked for, which were a 
return of all trawlers seen on forbidden 
ground, I may say those details could 
not be given because it would necessitate 


| going over the logs of the whole of the 


fishing boats. 


*Mr. WEIR: It was given in the 
previous year by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: Andl 
may say the hon. Gentleman has not the 
right to have given to him everything he 
asks for. The question is whether It 
would be right to put all the trouble and 
expense of time upon the officers not only 
of the Fishery Board, but of the Navy, of 
making a Return, the result of which 
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would not, so far as I can see, put the 
matter any further forward. 


other complaint of the hon. 


forward an _ international agreement. 


With regard to an international agree- | 
ment, I think we are now furnished with | 


greater knowledge and more scientific 
information and statistics than we enjoyed 
before. Her Majesty’s Government have 
been very anxious to bring the powers to- 
gether, but that is a question of very 
grave difficulty, and one which it is im- 
possible for any Government to work out 
very rapidly. I confess that evidence is 
very rapidly accumulating of the decrease 
in the supply of fish. We have had a 
very haleyon speech from the hon. Member 
opposite, who assures us that if everv- 
body was to eat nothing but fish it 
would not diminish the great supplies in 
the seas. That may be true, but you 
might as well tell a man in the middle of 
a desert that there was more water in the 
world than he could drink. The question 
is, how are you to get the fish out of the 
sea! I cannot help coming to the con- 
clusion that unfortunately there has been 
avery great diminution in the fish 


supply. Without going for a moment 
into 6rtthe)=—s "question =oas~ to how 
that is caused, that it is so 


is shown by the fact that in order to 
maintain the same catch of fish as 
formerly not only have the boats had to 
go a great deal further out to sea, but the 
catching power of the whole combined 
fleet is very much greater than it used to 
be. That there has been a diminution in 
the supply is shown by the consideration 
of the statistics ; but if anyone doubts the 
statement, let him ask any fishermen on 
any part of the coast, and they will tell 
the same story in regard to the diminu- 
tion of the supplies near at hand. Un- 
donbtedly something must be done in the 
matter if the depopulation of the seas is 
to be arrested, and I am quite sure that 
Her Majesty’s Government or any other 
Government will have the very greatest 
incentive to press forward so far as they 
¢an an international agreement and co- 
operation in this matter. Speaking for 
the Fishery Board, I am sure,that it will 
never be urged against us that we have 


not continued to throw our whole weight | 


into the scale in favour of such a measure 
as I have indicated. In regard to the 


criticism of the policy of this Fishery 
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I pass from | 
that to what I think is the only! 
Mem- | 
ber, and that is the neglect to push | 


| carried on. 
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| Board I am bound to say, after all, 
that 1 do not think I have very much 
to meet. There are, perhaps, one or two 
points upon which I ought to say a word. 
Several hon. Members have drawn atten- 
tion to the fact that there is an unfortu- 
nate depopulation going on in many of 
the smaller fishing villages. No doubt 
some hon. Members look upon that as 
another evidence of the deleterious effect 
of trawling. I do not wish to raise that 
controversy, but I would again call the 
attention of hon. Members to what 
appears in the Report of the Fishery 
Board for Scotland, a Report which I 
venture to say will repay perusal by any- 
one, and which I think reflects the 
greatest credit on the Department which 
has issued it. In that Report the Board 
call attention to two facts; first of all, 
that this year has been a year in which 
there has been an enormous increase in 
the results of trawling as against the 
results of line fishing. The figures have 
practically been inverted. Up to the 
present the total catch of line fishermen 
—who, of course, are a great deal more 
numerous than the other—-has always 
been ahead of that of the trawlers, but this 
is no longer the case. And more than 
this, the average price obtained by the 
trawlers is very much larger than the 
average price obtained by the line fisher- 
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men. Then there is the fact which 
is cleariy brought out now, that 
the small fisherman is more and 


more going to the wall; and accordingly 
you have at least one very obvious 
economic reason for this depopulation— 
namely, that it really no longer pays so 
well to fish in small places, where, firstly, 
the harbours are not of sufficient size or 


| depth to accommodate the size of the boat 


so as to make it profitable ; and secondly, 
there is no ready market for the fish when 
it is landed. The whole tendency of the 
fishing trade is to employ larger and 
larger boats, and consequently there has 
been latterly a tendency to centralisation, 
a tendency which the Fishery Board, like 
other people, very much deplore in the 
interests of the population, but which I 
must confess—as will be seen from a 
perusal of the Report—is the inevitable 
result of the way in which fishing is being 
This matter, I think, is very 
cognate to what was said about harbours. 
Of course it would be possible in one 
sense to keep these fishermen at home if 
there were harbours that would accommo- 
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date larger boats ; but the Fishery Board 
say, and I think it is a sentiment which 
everyone must give assent to, that— 
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‘It is somewhat unfortunate that the ten- 


dency to centralisation in the fishing industry | 


is growing so rapidly. The village piers and 
harbours are also quite unsuitable for the 
large boats now in use for fishing—the depth 
of water being too little for entry at all states 
of the tide, and the shelter afforded from 
heavy weather quite inadequate. It is difficult 
to see what remedy is to be found for this 
state of matters, as it can hardly be expected 


that each little fishing community is to be | 


provided with a deep-water harbour, and the 
market accommo‘lation and railway facilities 
provided at the larger centres, where the 
revenue derived from the industry is so con- 
siderable.” 

That seems a hard fact, which, however 
much wemay regret it, we cannot get over. 
In regard to the harbours, I think that is 
really the answer to some of the com- 
latonbe RE Se 
plaints of the hon. Member for Ross. 
The amount of money which the Fishery 
3oard has at its disposal for this purpose 
is limited to £3,000 this year, and that 
has to go, in one sense, all over Scotland. 


The hon. Member for Ross asks, “ Why - 


not have a harbour at Portnagurran ?” 
A harbour there would cost £30,000, 
whereas the Fishery Board are only 
allowed £3,000 for the whole of Scotland. 
The hon. Member for Kincardineshire 
deprecated the spending of money on the 
smaller harbours; but, after all, all the 
Fistery Board are able to do is to hold 
an even balance between the claims of 
the various portions of the coast, and it 
is obvious that it is only possible to make 
small harbours, and not large harbours 


of refuge like those asked for by 
the hon. Member for Ross. The only 
other topic on which I should say 
something is that of _ scientific 


investigation. It has been pointed out 
that the Fishery Board of Scotland has 
at least this feather in its cap, that it is 
really the only Government Department 
which is doing any work of this kind in 
the United Kingdom. Hon. Members 
will find from the Report that we have 
done very effective work in this direction, 
considering the limited means at our dis- 
posal. The hon. Member for Forfar- 
shire said he would like the results com- 
pared with results elsewhere, but I do not 


see how that is possible while there are | 


no Government Departments elsewhere 
doing the same work ; and although that 
may be a proper thing to do in the future, 
it cannot be done at present. The hon. 
Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


{COMMONS} 
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| Member also spoke about the Moray 
Firth. Of course it is quite obvious, 
without going into the Moray Firth 
controversy, that for purposes of scientific 
investigation, what has happened there 
destroys the usefulness of that place as a 
spot where accurate scientific investiga- 
tions can be carried on. Here again I can 
scarcely agree with the hon. Member for 
Aberdeen that the reason why Moray 
Firth was closed was on account of scien- 
tific investigations. I think it will be 
admitted that there was a general consen- 
sus of opinion among the fishing popula- 
tion that immature fish were caught in 
the Moray Firth through the operation of 
trawling. The hon. Member for Ross 
wanted to know where the office was. 
think he will find the office at Aberdeen, 
but I do not suppose he has looked there. 
I think I have now dealt with all the 
matters of general importance, and the 
only thing that remains for me to 
do is to answer the point raised 
by the hon. Member for Clackmannan. 
The hon. Member for Clackmannan asked 
me what would be the result of a recent 
decision in the House of Lords. It is not 
usual on the estimates to deliver legali 
opinions, but I am perfectly willing to 
answer the hon. Member to the best of 
my ability. The case decided in the 
House of Lords the other day would, 
according to my humble judgment, strike 
at the hang nets or drift nets in the 
River Forth, and in point of fact there is 
no doubt that the decision of the House 
of Lords overturns the decision of the 
Court of Session some years ago, which 
held that these particular nets were ac- 
cording to law. As regards stake nets I 
do not think I can give the hon Member 
any useful reply. They have always been 
illegal in fresh water, but not illegal in 
the sea, and of course I do not know 
what particular stake nets he had in view. 
With regard to the questions of the hon. 
Baronet the Member for West Kerry, he 
asked what the cruisers cost. They were 
built some years ago, and I do not at this 
moment remember the figures, but I will 
furnish them to the hon. Member. Then 
the hon. Baronet asked out of what funds. 
they were built. The “Jackal” was an 
Admiralty vessel, and, with regard to the: 
others, for*two years a sum was put down 
on a general estimate sufficient to build a 
cruiser. A few years ago this amount 
was taken out of the Vote and £15,000: 
was given out of one of the local funds. 
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which did not appear on the Esti- 
mates, but appeared in the Local 
Taxation Account, and in_ return 
for that the sea policing has been 
taken over by the Fishery Board. Then 
the hon. Baronet asked me about the 
herring brand. The history of the 
herring brand is rather a curious one. It 
originally had its origin in the bounty 
system, but although it was given asa 
bounty it very rapidly came about that 
the brand was of immense value in selling 
the herrings, and consequently when the 
bounty was abolished all the fishing trade 
prayed that the brand might nevertheless 
be continued, as it was looked upon as a 
certificate of value. Accordingly it was 
continued, and a bargain was made with 
the treasurer by which fees are charged 
for the branding operation, and any 
balance there is goes to the Fishery 
Board. Then the hon. Baronet asked 
was there any good result? I have 
already shown him that in what I have 
already said, and if he will read Part 1 of 
the Report of the Scotch Fishery Board 
for this year he will tind full particulars 
onthe subject. Asa matter of fact the 
price obtained for Scotch herrings during 
the past year has been greater than ever 
before, partly owing to the very good 





fishing and partly owing to the failure of | 
the herring supply in other parts of the | 


world. I think these are all the points 
that have been raised. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I only 
wish to thank the Lord Advocate for his 
courtesy in answering my questions and 


for the interesting information he has | 


given, which will be of considerable value 
to fishermen in Ireland. 


*Mr. WEIR said he complained that | 
the money which ought to be spent on | 
piers and harbours was being hoarded up. | 
In his own constituency, where there were | 
a great number of fishermen and many | 
fishing villages, not a single penny had | 
been expended. He referred the Lord | 
Advocate to the pier at Avoch, on the east | 
coast of Ross, which was destroyed bya gale | 
some time ago, and he asked whether steps | 
would be taken to bring the matter before | 
the Fishery Board for Scotland in order | 
that the pier might be put in a proper | 
condition for boats. The right hon. | 
Gentleman stated that large boats were | 
now required, and he asked that the piers | 
should be made suitable to receive them. | 
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Were the fishing villages of Scotland to 
be allowed to perish because the piers and 
harbours would not be rendered suitable 
for large boats? A Committee appointed 
by a Conservative Government recom- 
jmended that a harbour of refuge 
‘should be established at Portnagurran 
(Island of Lewis), and he hoped that the 
Scotch Office would obtain the money to 
carry out that valuable recommendation. 
‘The right hon. Gentleman also referred to 
the fact that two of the Admiralty 
cruisers were not under the control of the 
Fishery Board for Scotland, and he 
should like to know why £100 a year was 
paid to the commander of one of these 
cruisers and £76 to the other. If the 
Scotch Fishery Board had no control 
over them, why should that money be 
paid? If they received the money from 
the Board the commanders should carry 
out the instructions of the Board ; other- 
wise the whole thing wasa fraudandasham. 
The information he had asked for with 
reference to the number of days foreign 
trawlers fished in the Moray Firth could 
be obtained in a quarter of an hour or 
twenty minutes if the beoks had been 
properly kept, and yet he was informed 
that it would entail too much work. He 
was one of those who was most careful in 
his questions and most careful that they 
should be of a reasonable and not of an 
| inquisitive character and merely intended 
to waste time. Surely when fair, honest, 
‘and reasonable questions of that kind 
were put they ought to be fairly and 
honestly answered. 


Service Estimates. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
best answer to the hon. Member when he 
states that no money was spent in his 
constituency is that since 1883 out of 
£3,000 a year his constituents have had 
nearly £14,000. 


*Mr. BUCHANAN : I moved a reduc- 
tion of this Vote in the evening, and I 
must now take a division, because I 
gather from the Lord Advocate’s speech 
that during the five years the Govern- 
ment have been in office no steps have 
been taken to secure an international 
agreement with reference to fisheries in 
the North Sea. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 40; 
Noes, 101. (Division List No. 185.) 
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Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Charles(Glasgow 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 

Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, SirWilliam Brampton 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Ha. Sir M.H.( Bristol 
Sethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshre 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


3. £3,221, to complete the sum for 
Lunacy Commission, Scotland. 


4, Motion made, and Question pro- 
sum, not exceeding 
£2,743, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1901, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Depart- 


pored, “That a 








{COMMONS} 


AYES. 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hedderwick, ihomas C. H. 
Hogan, James Francis | 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb'land | 
Macaleese, Daniel | 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Pear-on, Sir Weetman D. 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Richardson, J.(Durham, 8.E.) ! 


NOES. 


Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, ttt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Heath, James 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Kt. Hn. Win. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Keswick, William 
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Lawrenve,SirE. Darning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
Massey- Mainwaring, HnW.F. 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Mon.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, CharlesJ. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 





continue. 


certified. 
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Scott,CharlesPrestwich( Leigh 


| Souttar, Robinson 


Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath). 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.). 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 

Ure, Alexander 

Wason, Eugene 

Weir, James Galloway 


THE AYEs— 
Mr. Buchanan and Captain 
Sinclair. 


Nicholson, William Graham » 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Fre:leric Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew), 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William (Derbysh 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) * 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Stewart, SirMarkJ. M‘Tagyart 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf. Univ. 
Tomlinson,Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Wentworth, Brace C. Vernon- 
Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyadham, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


*Mr. WEIR said he found from the 
Report of the Registrar General that a 
large proportion of the deaths in the 
Highlands had not been certified by the 
medical officers. 
affairs which should not be allowed to 
The returns should show the 
numbers of deaths which were certified 
and the number of deaths which were not 
The Department appeared to 
| be conducted on a very slovenly method, 
'and he did not know what the Registrar 


That was a state of 


ment of the Registrar General of Births, |General was about to allow such a state 
| of affairs to continue. 


etc., in Scotland.” 


Surely it would 
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be easy to add a column giving the re- ; 


quired information. He would ask for 
information with reference to the sum of 
£750 for appropriation in aid. On page 
180 there was a sum of £350 for a senior 
cderk, and it was stated that the senior 
clerk was also interim keeper of the 
Register of Entails, and one of the second 
division clerks was clerk of entails. For 
recording in that register, not during the 
general Registry Office hours, the two 
clerks mentioned received last year fees 
amounting to £35 16s, 5d. and 15s. 8d. 
respectively. Why was the system 
adopted of allowing clerks to conduct 
public business after general office hours ? 
The system did not prevail ‘n England, 
and was an unsound principle. He hoped 
the Lord Advocate would be able to give 
information which would enable the Vote 
to be taken without a division. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON : I would 
wish to say a word in support of the 
first proposition of my hon. friend. The 
point he called attention to is a very 
important one, and is of pressing import- 
ance in the case of Scotland. Seven years 
ago I obtained a Select Committee to 
ihquire into the certification of deaths, 
which was presided over by the President 
of the Local Government Board. It drew 
up a number of recommendations, not one 
of which has been given effect to. In 
some of the western parts of Scotland it 
was found that as many as 50 per cent. of 
the deaths were uncertified by medical 
men. That is a very flagrant scandal, 
and it would certainly do something to 
impress the public mind with the import- 
ance of the subject if such facts as that 
were stated in the Registrar General’s 
Report. There is nothing easier than to 
give full information ir. the matter, and I 
trust that the Lord Advocate will bring 
his influence to bear on the Registrar 
General to have that very important and 
easily-procurable information included in 
his Report. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: With 
regard to the certification of deaths, I do 
not know that there is anything more to 
be said than was stated in the Report of 
the Committee to which the hon. Baronet 
referred. 


852° 
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Str CHARLES CAMERON : What I 
ask is that we should in future have in the 
Report of the Registrar General a record 
of the number of deaths ‘which were un- 
certified. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty has 
called attention to the fact that senior 
clerks in the Register of Entails were 
paid certain fees in addition to tkeir 
salaries. I fail to see anything wrong in 
that The hon. Member knows that in 
the Register House are kept the Register 
of Sasines, the Register of Entails, and 
many others, and it is found convenient 
that the clerks should be allowed to be 
paid extra for extra work. This was 
done under the supervision of the 
Registrar of Entails, and the whole work 
of the Register House is under the 
supervision of the Registrar General. 


*Mr. WEIR said he did not object to 
that. What he objected to was that a 
public Department should be kept open 
after office hours, with all the attendants 
hanging about, in order that these two 
clerks might carry on work for their own 
profit. It seemed to him that the fees 
should go into the Public Treasury. He 
thought it unjust that these clerks, who 
received a salary for their own work, 
should take the bread out of another’s 
mouth by doing extra work and getting 
paid for it in the shape of fees. The 
system was a thoroughly unsound one, 
and he was amazed that the Lord Advo- 
cate supported it. As to the registration 
of deaths he thought it would be the 
simplest thing in the world to have 
another column in the table showing what 
deaths were certified, and what were not 
certified. The Lord Advocate’s reply was 
not satisfactory, since he gave no promise 
that this state of matters would be altered. 
In his own constituency there were hun- 
dreds of deaths uncertified every year, 
which he considered a disgrace to any 
civilised country. As a protest he moved 
that the Vote be reduced by £50. 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
a sum, not exceeding £2,693, be granted 
for the said Service.” —( Mr. Weir.) 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 34 ; 
Noes, 102. (Division List No. 186.) 


AYES. 


Birrell, Augustine 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 





Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | ¢ ne 
Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) | Crombie, John William 


| Clark, Dr. G. B. 
Colville, John 
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Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Banbury, Frederick George 
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Bethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
srodric k, Rt. Hon. St. John 
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Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore. 
Charrington, Spencer 
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Dalkeith, Earl of 
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FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
‘Gedge, Sydney 
‘Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
‘ Goldsworthy , Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
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Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Wason, Eugene 


AYES— 
Cald- 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Weir and Mr. 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, = harles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Sandon, Viscount 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw oe M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, James P. Mg sea 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Strauss, pty 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox’d Univ 
Thornton, Perey M. 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray’ 


ag Sir John Batty 
Ore, Alexander 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Filkirk) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


was passed two or three years ago he 


had asked the Lord Advocate whether it 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
-“That a sum, not exceeding £8,508, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete ‘the 
‘sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 
_year ending on the 31st day of March, 

1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Local Government Board for Scotland, 


Act, Infectious Disease Notification Act, 
Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1889, 
Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, Local | 
‘Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, Public | 
Health (Scotland) Act, Poor Law (Scot- 
land) Act, and Sale of Food and Drugs | 
Acts, 1875 to 1899.” 


Sirk CHARLES CAMERON said that | 


was the intention of the Government to 
extend the Act to Scotland. 
Report of the Local Government Board 
for Scotland he found that the proportion 
of calf lymph distributed to the public 
vaccinators in Scotland was small com- 
pared with infant lymph. 
there were only 692 tubes of calf lymph 
for vaccination, 
and for Expenses under the Vaccination ; infant lymph. 

been taken to assimilate the practice in 
| Scotland with that in England, and why 
was it that calf’s lymph had not been more 
extensively introduced into Scotland { 
His principal purpose, however, in rising 
was to draw attention to a matter con- 
nected with Quarrier’s Orphan Homes at 
Bridge of Weir, Renfrewshire. 
orphan homes there were upwards of 
‘when the Vaccination Act for England ‘1,000 waifs and strays taken from the 


From the 


Last year 


against 2,000 tubes of 
He asked, had any steps 


In these 
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streets and gathered from different parts | 
of the country. The homes were sup- | 
ported by voluntary contributions, and | 
conducted on a system organised by Mr. | 
Quarrier, which had been so successful | 
that a Departmental Committee reported | 
that the results among the children had | 
been infinitely more encouraging and | 
satisfactory than amongst the children sent | 
to industrial schools. Until comparatively | 
recently, an agreement existed between | 
the local authorities and Mr. Quarrier | 
that the homes should be exempted from 
rates, on his undertaking at his own ex- | 
pense the education of the children and 
their treatment when sick. Some time 
ago an action was raised, the result of 
which was that it was declared to be} 
illegal to exempt Mr. Quarrier’s homes 
from the local rates. Mr. Quarrier then 
said that if he was going to pay the rates | 
he would claim his privileges as a citizen, | 
and demand from the educational autho- 
rities that free education for the children 
in his homes to which every child in Scot- 
land was entitled, and also the privileges 
for the children given by the sanitation 
laws. He could not go into the educa- 
tional part of the question on this Vote, | 
but only the sanitary. At the time when | 
this attitude was taken by Mr. Quarrier 
on the one hand, and the local authorities 
on the other, Mr. Quarrier insisted on 
getting his children educated at the public | 
schools and treated in the public hospitals | 
of the sanitary authority. The School 

Board refused to take the children in the | 
public schools, but the sanitary authority 
received some of them into their hospitals. 
Since then things had become more acute. 
On the occasion of a recent epidemic of 
scarlet fever, a number of children in these 
homes were attacked, and Mr. Quarrier 
called upon the local authority to remove 
them and put them into the infectious 
diseases hospital. The local authority took 
one or two of the children and no more. 
Mr. Quarrier appealed to the Local 
Government Board, which, after some | 
correspondence, suggested some means of 

getting out of the difficulty. He believed, | 
however, that nothing had yet been done, 
and there was in the meantime this state 
of matters, that if an epidemic of scarla- 
tina or measles broke out in the midst of | 
this large number of children there was no | 
machinery for removing the sick children | 
to a place where they would cease to be a | 
source of danger. It seemed to hira that 
it was the duty of the Local Government | 
Board to have regard to public health, | 
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to them. 
‘thought that a person in charge of such 
_an institution should be compelled by law 
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and to have nothing to do with the 
quarrel between Mr. Quarrier and the 
local authority. A child of Mr. Quarrier 
was entitled to all the attention given to 
any other sick child at the hands of the 
sanitary authority. It was not conducive 
to the publie health that, in the case of an 
epidemic, any large body of children 
should be allowed to become a source of 
danger to the children of the village and 
of the entire country. It was the duty 
of the Local Government Board to amend 


Service Estimates. 


things of that sort, and they should insist 


in that being done in a manner competent 
lf the right hon. Gentleman 


to provide accommodation for such cases, 
let there be legislation for that purpose, 


' but in the meantime no such legislation 


existed. The law laid it down that the 
sanitary authority of a district shouid be 
responsible for checking these infectious 


| diseases, and the Local Governmentg 
Board had already recognised their 
‘duty in the matter. He saw from 
their Report that in the case of 


Ayr, where no sufficient accommodation 
had been provided, they stepped in 
and insisted that it should be provided. 
The case had been taken to the Court of 
Session, where it was held that the Local 
Government Board was supreme in the 
matter, and could insist on the exten- 
sion of the hospital for infectious diseases, 
and an hospital for that purpose was 
accordingly built at Ayr. In another 
case in connection with a combination 
hospital, it was laid down that accommo- 
dation must be afforded so long as there 
was any case requiring attention, and 
that when the accommodation was 


exhausted it was the duty of the Local 


Government Board to call on the local 


| authority to provide accommodation. The 
‘accommodation at Bridge of Weir was 


exhausted, or threatened to be exhausted, 
and an appeal was made to the Local 
Government Board ; but nothing had yet 
been done to increase it. These epidemics 
were constantly breaking out, and if another 


| occurred it was sure to spread among the 
‘children in the homes, and they would 


become a source of danger to the children 
of the town and the surrounding districts. 
That was most unsatisfactory, and it was 
the duty of the Local Government Board, 
as the central authority, to insist that a 


| state of things which constituted so grave 


a public danger should no longer obtain. 
The Local Government Board had in this 


2K 








887 


matter been negligent of its duties. It 
had failed to step in with a firm hand and 
exercise its powers for the public good, 
and had allowed matters to drift ina 
contrary direction. He moved the reduc- 
tion of the Vote by £200. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum not exceeding £8,308 be 
granted for the said Service.” —(Sir Charles 
Cameron.) 

*Mr. WEIR said that the Local Govern- 
ment Board were responsible for looking 
after the public health in Scotland. He 
held in his hand the annual Report of the 
public health officer for Ross and Cro- 
marty, who was a member of the Medical 
Council in London, and well qualified to 
deal with the subject of public health. 
The report was of such a character that 
he felt bound to direct attention to it. It 
stated that there were wells on the Island 
of Lewis totally unprotected, that there 
was no hospital for infectious diseases, 
pret at Stornoway, and that the expense 

ad prevented the local 
from building isolation and other hos- 
pitals. In 1899 there were four cases 
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of diphtheria on the Island of Lewis, | 


against three on the mainiand ; 189 cases 
ot scarlatina against ninety-seven, and 
eighteen cases of typhoid against fifteen, 
whereas the proportion of population 
was only as three to seven. 
Local Government Board would not take 
any steps to bring about a better state of 
matters. It was marvellous how any 


person could escape contagion on the | 


Island of Lewis. The Report mentioned 
one case in which a mother was in bed 
with fever, while three children 
lying on the floor covered only by the 
rags provided by the doctor. Ina village 
with a population of little more than 300 
there were forty-one cases of typhoid 
fever in six months. The ratepayers 
could do nothing, and it was a case for 
the Local Government Board to take 
action in order to put an end to such a 
terrible state of affairs. It went on year 
after year, and yet no action was taken 
to relieve the deplorable condition of 
the people on tke Island of Lewis. 
30,000 people were living in a con- 
gested area in most unsanitary dwell- 
ings, and no steps whatever were 
taken to improve their condition. Of 
eourse it would be a very serious state 
of things to turn these poor people out of 
their homes, but still the Local Govern- 
ment Board ought to attempt something 
in order to bring about a better condition 
Sir Charles Cameron. 


{COMMONS} 


authorities | 


| drill. 


And yet the | xe : : : 
: | ef affairs which existed in that part of 


were | 
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| of affairs. The Island of Harris was in a 


' similar condition, as were also some of the 


|islands off the coast of Inverness. The 
‘neglect displayed by the Local Govern- 
|ment Board was not confined to the 
| islands of Lewis and Harris, but extended 
|right through the islands of the Outer 
| Hebrides. He should like to know why 
the inspectors of the Local Government 
| Board were Army men who were pitch- 
forked into these positions. What did 
they know about diseases like typhoid? 
| Absolutely nothing. The medical 
officer of health described the dwell- 
ings in one of the districts of Ross 
as in a shocking condition, a standing 
danger to the public health, and an out- 
rage against all laws of sanitation. In 
that district forty-one cases of typhoid 
occurred in an area of a few hundred 
|yards. There were no skilled nurses, 
and not an hospital nearer than Storno- 
| way, sixteen miles distant. It was 
absolutely impossible for the poor people 


to provide suitable isolation hospitals for- 


such cases. The medical officer of health 
stated that during the prevalence of the 
fever the children were excluded from 
school, to their own loss as well as to the 
loss of the teachers, and that the men 
were not allowed to attend their annual 
He would not weary the Com- 


e 


mittee by further describing the sad state 


Scotland. He felt it was his duty as its 
representative to bring the matter before 
| the Committee, in order to show the gross 
neglect and indifference displayed by the 
Local Government Board in attending toits 
duties, and in administering the laws 
passed by Parliament in the interests of 
the public health. He had visited the 
huts of the negroes in Africa, and he 
could say they were better than the 
crofters’ cottages in some parts of the 
Highlands. And yet the Scottish Office 
declined to afford these poor people any 
assistance except on utterly impossible 
conditions. He considered it was the 
duty of the Local Government Board to 
look into these matters. The Vice-Presi- 
dent received a salary of £1,200, and the 
legal and medical members £1,000 each, 
and there were besides a number of in- 
spectors, chiefly Army men, one of whom 
was paid 7s. a day out of Army funds. 
He would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to see that the Local Government Board 
paid some attention to the state of 
affairs described by the medical officer of 


health for Ross. He was a well known 
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and distinguished man, and a member of 
the General Medical Council, and his 
opinions were entitled to respect. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would be 
able to give him a satisfactory reply. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk 
Burghs) said that with reference to the 
Quarrier Homes which had been men- 
tioned by the hon. Baronet the Member 
for the Bridgeton Division, every practical 
man knew the benefits they conferred, 
and that they enjoyed the confidence and 
support of the people of Scotland to a 
very great extent. He was glad to have 
an opportunity of supporting the hon. 
Baronet, and he would feel bound to vote 
with him unless a satisfactory reply were 
given by the Lord Advocate. 

*Mr. CAMERON CORBETT (Glasgow, 
Tradeston) said he should also like to 
support the hon. Baronet and his hon. 
frend the Member for the Falkirk 
Burghs. There was a very strong feeling 
in the West of Scotland that a very 
grave injustice had been done to the in- 
stitution mentioned by its being com- 
pelled to pay rates, while being deprived 
of the benefits derived from their expendi- 
ture, and he hoped the Lord Advocate 
would be able to give a satisfactory reply. 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
first question put to me by the hon. 
Baronet had reference to glycerinated 
lymph. My answer is that up to the 
present perhaps the advantages of glyce- 
rinated lymph in vaccination have scarcely 
been brought home so clearly to the 
people of Scotland as to the people of 
England, but I am glad to say that the 
demand for the lymph from the Local 
Government Board of Scotland is steadily 
increasing. The hon. Baronet may rest 
assured that the public demand for the 
lymph will go on growing, and we have 
made provision for that in the Estimates. 
With reference. to the question of 
Quarrier’s Homes, if I had known that it 
was to be raised, I would have brought 
down the correspondence. I must say in 
answer to the speech last delivered that 
the matter should not be confounded 
with the different question which will 
arise on the Education Vote, but I would 
not be in order in referring to that 
now. I can only deal at present 
with the question concerning infectious 
diseases. As a matter of fact, the Local 
Government Board have not been supine 
in this matter, nor have they refused the 
same benefits to the homes that other 


{6 Juty 1900} 
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‘people have. The Local Government 
‘Board under the powers conferred on 
them under Section 66 of the Public 
Health Act of 1897 called on the local 
authority to take the necessary action, 
and I think my hon. friend will agree 
with me that nothing more could have been 
done up to the present. The hon. Baronet 
says that nothing has happened since. 


Sirk CHARLES CAMERON : This is 
no new matter. When there were seven 
or eight cases of fever the local authori- 
ties were called on to remove them, and 
they refused. The Local Government 
Board were appealed to, and they stated 
that nothing further had been done in 
the matter. 


*Mr. A.GRAHAM MURRAY: Thehon. 
Baronet will remember the answer I gave 
to the question he himself put. The 
next step that can be taken by the Local 
Government Board is to apply to the 
courts, and, so far as I know, that has not 
been done up to the present. [am sorry 
I am unable to give any further par- 
ticulars, because I had no notice that this 
question would be raised on this Vote, 
3ut the hon. Baronet may be quite satis- 
fied that the Local Government Board 
will mete out the same measure in this 
case as is meted out in all other cases. 
With regard to the questions of the hon. 
Member for Ross, he, as usual, used very 
strong and very general language with 
regard to the supineness, sluggishness, 
and general uselessness of the Local 
Government Board. The hon. Member 
has, however, scarcely reflected on the 
ditticulty of providing for the accom- 
modation to which he referred. It 
would be a very difficult, or rather 
I should say an impossible, task. I 
must honestly confess I cannot under- 
stand what the hon. Member means 
when he reads extracts from the report 
of a medical officer of health to that 
effect, and it is perfectly impossible to 
throw on the ratepayers the cost of pro- 
viding hospital accommodation such as a 
medical man might wish. The hon. 
Member seems to think that the Local 
Government Board have some fund at 
their command which would enable the 
Local Government Board to step in and 
provide hospital accommodation where 
the ratepayers were unable to supply it 
themselves. There is no such fund, and 
all the Local Government Board can do 
is to make the jocal authorities do their 
duty in such matters. 
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*Mr. WEIR said that the statements 
were not his, but those of a distinguished 
member of the medical profession. 


A. GRAHAM MURRAY: 
does not help the argument of the hon. 
hon. Member also de- 
livered some remarks on the personnel of 
the inspectors of the Local Government 
He said they were mainly Army 
men, but I do not think that one of the 
present inspectors has ever been con- 


*MR. 


Member. ‘The 


Board. 


nected with the Army. 


Member referred in particular to one | Noes, 103. 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, Joh: 

Bry¢ ce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B 

Crombie, e654 William 
Doogan, P. ¢ 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanz irk) | 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manel’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bethel, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
srodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberiain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dickenson, Robert Edmond 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Man. ) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
a Sydney 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 


Original Question again proposed, | 
Debate arising, and it being after mid-| Monday next. 
the Chairman left the Chair 
make his Report to the House. 

Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock till Monday next. 


night, 





| Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
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That 


medical men 








The hon. 
AYES. 

Goddard, Danie! Ford 
Gurdon,Sir William Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick,.Thomas Chas. H. 
Macaleese, Daniel | 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

M‘Crae, George 
M ‘Ghee, Richard 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
tichardson, J. (Durham,S.E.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
NOES. 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo.’s 
Goschen, ¢ reorge J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 


Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. | 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Heath, James 


| H ender son Alexander 


Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. W. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn | 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 
Long, Rt Hn. Walter(Liverpool | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowles, John 

Lloyd, ‘Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liver 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn W.F. 
Milward; Colonel Victor 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, Hn. Frederick (Mon.) 
Morrell, George ater | 








Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. | 


to Progress ; 
next. 
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gentleman, but he is no longer an in- 
spector of the Local Government Board, 
and his successor is not an Army man. The 
suggestion that the inspectors should be 


is not a suggestion that 


would be received with favour. The Local 
Government Board have to perform other 
duties besides medical duties, 
latter are at present looked after by the 
medical members of the Board. 


and the 


Question put. 


The Committee 
(Division List No. 187.) 


divided :—Ayes, 36; 


Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Ure, Alexander 
Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Charles Cameron and 
Mr. Colville. 


Murray,RtHn AGraham(But® 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

oO’ Neill, Hn. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington! 
Peel, Hn. Wim. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, eo Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Sandon, Viscount 


| Snarpe, William Edward T. 


Shaw-Stewart, M.H.{ Renfrew 
Sidebotham, J. W. ( ‘heshire) 
Sidebottom, William (Derby.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Strauss, Arthur 
Talbot. Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxf'dUn.) 
Thornton, Percy M 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


to be reported upon 
Committee also report 


to sit again upon Monday 
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: the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
. ments had laid upon the Table the Certifi- 
* cates from the Examiners that the further 
f Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
: ing Bills have been complied with :— 





Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 9th July, 1900. 


$93 





ROYAL ASSENT. 
COMMISSION. 

The following Bill received the Royal 
Assent :— 
Commonwealth of Australia Constitu- 
tion. 








PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted 


London (Clerkenwell and 
Provisional Order. 

Electrie Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 10). 

London (Poplar) Provisional Order. 


Holborn) 


Croydon Tramways and_ Improve- 
ments. 

Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light Rail- 
way. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 9). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No 7). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9). 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 13). 

Perth and Paisley Gas Provisional 
Orders. 

London County Tramways (No. 1). 

Scarborough Corporation. 


And also the Certificate that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have not been complied with:— 
Plymouth, Stonehouse, 
port Tramways. 


and Devon- 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND 
DEVONPORT TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Examiner’s Certificate of non-compli- 

ance with the Standing Orders referred 

to the Standing Orders Committee To- 


{9 JuLy 1900} 
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RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 
VALLEY WATER BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The Orders made on the 26th of 
June and Thursday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed. 


Business. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The Orders made on the 26th of 
June and Thursday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION, 
(No. 3) BILL [H.1.]. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House To- 
morrow ; and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 172.) 


HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL. 
The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported with Amendments. 
SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 


STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL. 


BAKER 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Earl of Gainsborough be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Lord Calthorpe ; read, and 


agreed to. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL. 


Moved that the Order made on the 
12th day of March last, ‘That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second time after Tuesday 
the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bill be now read 2°; 
agreed to; Bill read 2" accordingly, and 
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895 Trish Land Legislation— {LORDS} Fry Commission Report, 896: 
COSTA RICA : RAILWAY COMPANY, FISHERY BOARD FOR SCOTLAND. 
LIMITED, BILL [H.1.]. Reports on the state of the markets for 


BUENOS AYRES AND ROSARIO 
RAILWAY BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 

Read 34, with the Amendments ; fur- 
ther Amendments made; Bills passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL. 


ST. ALBANS WATER BILL. ° 
LONDON AND ST. KATHERINE DOCKS 
AND EAST AND WEST INDIA DOCK 
COMPANIES BILL. 
Read 34, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
without Amendment, and committed to | 
a Committee of the whole House To- 
morrow. 


LOCAL 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [H.L.}. 


Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. 


Amendment reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 


Part Ii. Civil Statistics for the year 
1899. 
PUBLIC RECORDS. 
Sixty-first Annual Report of 
Deputy Keeper of the Public Records. 


the 


TRADE REPORTS. 

I. Annual Series: 

No. 2471. Norway ; 

No. 2472. France (Algeria) ; 

No. 2473. Cuba. 
II. Miscellaneous Series : 

No. 531. State encouragement to 
industry in Hungary. 














Scottish cured herrings on the Continent 
and in the United States of America. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Accounts of the receipts and expendi- 
ture of the Intermediate Education Board 
for Ireland, for the year ended 31st 
December, 1899 ; together with the report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General 
thereon. 


POST -OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS. 


Accounts presented of all deposits 
received and paid during the year ended 


3lst December, 1899, and of the sums. 
received and paid by the National Debt 


Commission on account of the Fund for 
the Post Otfice Savings Banks in the same 
year. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie onthe Table. 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE 
STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Report from, That the Committee have 
added the Earl of Hardwicke to the 
Standing Committee ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 





NEW BILL. 





COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

A Bill to amend the law relating to 
county courts in lreland—was presented 
by the Lord Ashbourne ; read 14; to be 
printed ; and to be read 2¢ on Thursday 
next. (No. 173.) 


DIOCESAN REGISTRATION BILL (8.1L). 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Amendments made; _ Bill re- 
committed to the Standing Committee ; 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 


| 174.) 


IRISH LAND LEGISLATION — FRY 
COMMISSION REPORT. 


*Lorp CLONBROCK: My Lords, in 


rising to put the question which stands in 


my name—namely, “To ask Her Majesty's: 
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Government whether any (and if so, what) | 


recommendations of the Fry Commission 
will be carried into effect in addition to 
those already adopted ; and what are the 
principal recommendations of that Com- 
mission which cannot be carried into 
effect without fresh legislation ”—I think 
it advisable to explain my reason for the 
second part of that question. Recently, 
in the House of Commons, the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant, in 
replying to a similar question to the first 
part of mine, asked whether it was 
wished to reopen the whole question of 
land legislation. It would naturally be 
inferred from this that the adoption of 
all the recommendations, of any import- 
ance, of the Commission presided over 
by Sir E. Fry would require fresh legis- 
lation. Now, my Lords, speaking on 
behalf of Irish landlords, I may say that 
we believe that a considerable number of 
those recommendations, which would 
introduce a marked improvement into the 
administration of the Land Acts, could 
be carried into effect without any legis- 
lation whatever. I have given a list of 
them to my noble and learned friend the 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland, but I hope I 
may be permitted to explain some of them 
to the House, and point out the advan- 
tages to be gained by adopting them. In 
the first place, my Lords, the Fry Com- 
mission Report points out that the assis- 
tant commissioners and valuers have 
never been furnished with any definition 


ot what constitutes the fair rent which | 


they are directed to fix. It seems to have 
surprised the Commissioners that this had 


not been done, or that any judicial expo- | 


sition had not been given of what they 
term “the two weightiest words in the 
whole statute” —“‘fair rent ”—during more 
than sixteen years ; but it seems stil] more 
surprising that, after the defect had been 
pointed out by such a body as the Royal 
Commission, no steps should in the last 
three years have been taken to remedy 
it. The Report recommends, as a defini- 
tion of the gross fair rent— 

“The annual sum at which, after all the 
circumstances of the case, holding, and 
district have been taken into consideration, 
the holding in the landlord’s hands might 
reasonably be expected to let from year to 
year to a solvent and prudent tenant who 
desired to derive a benefit from the occupation 
of the tenement, and not from its sale.” 

This assumption that the holding was in 
the landlord’s hands was not altogether 
foreign to the Land Commission in its 
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early days, for in a letter addressed by 
their secretary to one of their valuers (Mr. 
G. C. Grey), and printed in a Paper laid 
before Parliament in 1882, the valuer is 
directed to give his opinion— 


Fry Commission Report. 


‘of the present fair letting value of each hold- 
ing . . . on the assumption that the 
holding is aow in the hands of the landlord 
and now to be let.” 


| In pressing this recommendation we only, 
therefore, ask that they should give as a 
| general direction to all assistant commis- 
sioners and valuers what they gave 
in this particular instance to Mr. Grey. 
I now come, my Lords, to the recommen- 
dations of the Report as to Amendments 
in the Pink Schedule, in which the assis- 
tant commissioners give particuars of 
the holding of which they fix the rent. 
They recommend that the annual value 
should be stated in accordance with the 
definition which I have given of gross 
fair rent, so as to negative the tendency 
to allow for occupation interest. They 
further recommend that particulars of im- 
provements should be more fully stated 
than at present, and that where an annual 
sum is allowed particulars should be given 
to show whether the charge is permanent, 


or is to terminate at any definite 
time. I need not point out to your 


Lordships the importance and the fairness 
of these suggestions. In a Pink Schedule, 
for instance, which I have here, 100 
perches of fences are specified and 5 per 
cent. allowed to the tenant on the capital 
value ; but there is no description of what 
the fences are or where they are situated 
on the farm. We wish to submit that 
their nature should be stated, and their 
position laid down on the large-sized ord- 
nance map(where procurable) and that man 
appended to the schedule. As regards 
the permanence of improvements, I would 
refer your Lordships to the Agricultural 
Holdings Act of 1883, with which many 
of your Lordships are doubtless familiar. 
In Section 19, sub-section (d@) it is laid 
down that the award shall specify— 


| “Where the landlord desires to charge his 
estate with the amount of compensation found 
due to the tenant, the time at which, for the 
purposes of such charge, each improvement, 
act, or thing in respect of which compensation 
is awarded, is to be deemed to be exhausted.” 


| We submit that the precaution thus 
‘taken in this country to prevent a 
|landlord from being charged for an ex- 
| hausted improvement should be adopted 


2L2 
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in the Pink Schedule. At _ present 
there is nothing to show that a land- 
lord may not be charged 5 per cent. 
for ever for an exhausted improve- 
ment, and great confusion may arise. 
My Lords, too much precaution cannot be 
taken to prevent such future confusion. 
The case to which this Pink Schedule 
refers is a remarkable one in another 
respect. I will not give the names of the 
parties, or go thoroughly into it, as I am 
informed the decision will be appealed 
against. But I may state shortly that, 
at the first fixing of the rent in 1883, the 
dwelling-house was pronounced to be the 
property of the landlord, and a schedule 
(not in the present form) furnished to him 
by the Court to that effect. At the second 
fixing of rent, the assistant commis- 
sioners refused that schedule as evidence, 
and called on him to prove his case again. 
He had difficulties in doing so, owing to 
a change of agents, and they gave the 
house to the tenant. This decision 
may be reversed on appeal, but I would 
urge that there should be no necessity 


for appeal in such a  case—that 
the decision of the Court should 
be placed on _ record, and should 
not subsequently be questioned. There 


is another point, my Lords, which has 
only quite lately been suggested to me, 
and which, although it is not mentioned 
in the Report of the Fry Commission, is 
worthy of notice. It is the custom of the 
Land Commission in the Court tests which 
are given to the parties concerned, and 
used by themselves, to describe the rents 
fixed for the first time as “old rents.” 
Now, in ordinary parlance, “old rents ” 
are the rents payable before the operation 
of the Land Act of 1881, and by describing 
the rents fixed for the first term as old 
rents, the total reduction is made to 
appear less than it has in reality been. 


For if a rent has been reduced, say 20 
per cent. on the first term, and again 20 


per cent. on the second, the total reduc- 
tion is 40 per cent. from the old rent— 
whereas by describing the first judicial 
rent as “old rent” it only appears 
to be 20 per cent. I would now 
eall the attention of the Government to 
the recommendations respecting Court 
valuers, who are appointed by the 
I.and Commission when an application is 
made for rehearing a case which has been 
dealt with by the assistant commissioners. 
The Report recommends that they should 


{LORDS} 


constitute a separate body or list of 


Lord Clonbrock. 
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officials, that they ought to be furnished 
not with the Pink Schedule, as the prac- 
tice is, but only with the map and de- 
scription of the property, and that their 
report should be made in ignorance of the 
finding below, Further, that they should 
attend the court, and act as assessors to 
the Land Commission, and be liable to be 
examined by them. To these recommen- 
attach 


dations, my Lords, we very 
great importance. It would take far 
too long to read to your Lord- 


ships all that the Report says on the 
subject, but I may say that it fully con- 
firms the view which we have always 
maintained, that under the _ present 
system the decision of the court of re- 
hearing is in many cases a foregone con- 
clusion, and the proceedings therefore 
little better than a farce. For if the 
raluers are selected from among the 
assistant commissioners, and sent on to a 
farm with the Pink Schedule in their 
hands to review the decisions of the Sub- 
commission it is almost impossible that 
they should not be biased by the pre- 
viously expressed opinions of their col- 
leagues, and often content themselves 
with merely registering their decision. 
It is therefore urgently necessary that the 
Pink Schedule should be withheld from 
the court valuers, in order that they should 
form an independent estimate. Nor 
would this be without precedent. In the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act of 
1890 it is laid down in Section 27, Sub- 
section 3, of the Second Schedule, that 
where the local authority is the appellant 
in the case of an appeal from the arbitra- 
tor to a jury— 

“The amount of compensation awarded by 
the arbitrator shall not be communicated to 
the jury, but they shall be required to make 
an independent assessment of the amount of 
compensation to which the party claiming 
compensation is entitled.” 


It seems only in accordance with sound 
principles that the valuers should attend 
the court of rehearing, and be liable to 
examination at least by the Commissioners. 
I cannot see why they should not be 
examined by the parties. In other 
Courts the most eminent valuers are sub- 
ject to examination and cross-examina- 
tion. And now, my Lords, as to purchase, 
the Report states that the Land Com- 
mission— 

“have been over strict in the matter of 


security, and applications to the Department 
have been thereby discouraged.” 
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It recommends that the form for the 
inspector’s report should— 
“unambiguously draw the attention of the 
inspector to the fact that he is required to 
value the conjoint interests of landlord and 
tenant, which will be brought together in the 
tenant on purchase.” 


I commend these recommendations and 


others which will be found in the Report | 


to the attention of the Government, who 


take so deep an interest in the purchase | 


question. The Purchase Acts have 
hithert been administered as 
interest of the tenant was the only thing 
to be seriously consulted. No pains have 
been grudged to make the conditions of 
purchase as tempting to the tenant as 
possible. On the other hand, all pro- 
posals for mitigating the loss of income 
and heavy costs entailed on the landlord 
have been dealt with in a grudging 
spirit. ‘This policy has prevented many 
tenants from obtaining the benefits of the 
Acts. My Lords, I fear I have tres- 
passed too long on the patience of the 
House in the statement which I have 
made. My excuse must be the import- 
ance of the subject, and the injuries 
which I believe landlords have been and 
are receiving from the faulty administra- 
tion of the Land Acts, and the failure to 
adopt the recommendations of the Fry 
Commission. But I must add _ that, 
while | am speaking on behalf of land- 
lords, it is not only they that 
are concerned. It is equally for 
the interest of tenants, that all rules and 
principles of administration should be 
cleat, accurate, and easily intelligible ; 
that all estimates of value should be made 
in a trustworthy and independent 
manner ; and that all questions relating 
to sale and purchase should be conducted 
ina liberal spirit. 


*THeE LORD CHANCELLOR or 
IRELAND (Lord AsHBOURNE): My 
Lords, the subject to which my 


noble friend has referred is one of 

Importance, and I am not sorry that | 
he has drawn attention to it, because the 

matter is so much discussed in conversa- | 
tion, in the press, and in literature by | 
those who are interested, that I think it | 
is better to have a perfectly clear under. | 
standing with regard to it. Now, my 

Lords, what was the Fry Commission ? | 
The Fry Commission was appointed on | 
10th July, 1897, and was presided over by | 
a distinguished ex-judge, Sir Edward Fry, | 
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for whom I, and I am sure every Member 
|of your Lordships’ House, have the 
'most entire respect. That Commission 
reported on 4th February, 1898. It was 
not for a moment suggested that the 
Report of that Commission was to be 
taken as a new gospel, that every one of 
the pronouncements it contained was to 
be taken without challenge or without 
question, and that all its recommendations. 
were to be accepted in globo without 
criticism or observation. It is obvious, 
however, that the Report was one to 
be considered, weighed, examined, and 
treated with respect, with a view to 
giving some effect to it. The land- 
owners have themselves declined to accept 
some leading statements in the Report of 
the Fry Commission, which had (amongst 
others) refused to accept the argument that 
the high prices that were demanded and 
accepted for tenant right were of them- 
selves demonstration that the rents had 
been unduly reduced. A great deal of 
the efforts of the landowning representa- 
tives who appeared before that Commis- 
sion were directed to proving and to 
establishing this contention, but the Fry 
Commission declined to accept it, and 
gave reasons to show that it was *ne 
which had to be regarded from sevvral 
points of view and needed very close ex- 
amination. I mention that merely to 
indicate that my noble friend and those for 
whom he speaks so forcibly and strongly 
are not themselves in a position to accept 
some of the strongest and clearest find- 
ings of the Fry Commission. In inquiring 
what is the duty of the Land Commission 
we must remember that the Commision 
is not a Government Department, and 
that the Government have no control 
over the making of their rules. The 
Land Commissioners, when once they are 
appointed by the Crown, are paid out 
of the Consolidated Fund, and there 
is no member of the (Government, 
in touch with the making of their rules. 
I, as Lord Chancellor, take part, of course, 
in the making of the rules for the High 
Court and also for the county courts, but I 
have no voice in the making of the rules for 
the Land Commission. They make their 
own rules on their own responsibility, 
and exercise their own discretion, taking 
into consideration what they think is 
right and just. Now, what is the per- 
sonnel of the Land Commission? The 
members are sometimes spoken of in terms 
of disparagement, as if they were doing 
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things which were wrong and unfair, and 
which nobody else would do. In my | 
opinion the members of the 
Commission are honourable gentlemen 
who are appointed to perform diffi- 
cult and important duties, and their 
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honour, integrity, character, capacity, 
and experience cannot be lightly 


assailed or called in question by anyone 
who is alive to the responsibility of his 
words. They are not only men of the 
class I have indicated, but they are pre- 
sided over by a Judicial Commissioner, 
Mr. Justice Meredith, who is a judge of 
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knowledge and the highest guidance with 
reference to their duties; and anyone 


Land | acquainted with the subject must know 


that there is nothing so important as to 
| keep the lower tribunals acquainted with 


the High Court, and who, I beg leave to | 
say, is as able, high-minded, and im- | 


partial a judge as can be found in 
any of the three kingdoms. That is 
the body 
greater number of the recommendations 
of the Fry Commission, and whose 
actions you have to consider. 
recommendations of the Fry Commission 
were not to be accepted without question, 
what was the duty of the Land Commis- 
sion with regard to them? It was to 
examine for themselves honourably, 
fairly, and impartially the recommenda- 
tions made, to adopt such of them as in 
their judgment appeared advisable, and 
not to adopt such of them as did not 
commend themselves to their fair judg- 
ment. The Land Commission are not 
responsible for the Act of 1881. If it 
has worked hardly on any class they are 
not responsible. If it is not a popular 
Act with any party in Ireland—and I 
am not prepared to say it is—the re- 
sponsibility does not rest with them. 
They were appointed by the State to 
administer the Act according to their 
lights, guided by the obligation that de- 
volves upon them to administer justice 
fairly and impartially. The Land Com- 
mission sedulously applied themselves 
month after month to this question, and 
they have adopted a great many of the 
recommendations of the Fry Commission 
which are of the very highest import- 
ance. They have adopted a rule regu- 
lating and rendering more particular and 
minute the inspection and reports of the 
court valuers. They have done what is 
of the highest importance in reference 
even to the topic spoken of to-day by my 
noble friend, and have taken care that 
the decisions of the Land Commissioners 
themselves and of the Court of Appeal 
should be circulated among the assistant 
commissioners so as to give them a clearer 


Lord Ashbourne 


who have to deal with the | 


If all the | 


the decisions of the law to which they are 
bound to conform. With regard to the 
reference in my noble friend’s speech as 
to giving directions to the sub-commis- 
sioners, | have to observe that you can- 
not give directions to a judicial body as 
to how they are to decide ; ; but you can 
do what is the most efficacious thing, and 
the thing most likely to secure equal jus- 
tice being done—namely, you can take 
steps to keep them informed of all the 
most recent governing decisions upon 
the Land Code to which they are 
bound to have regard. They have 
also taken steps to communicate to the 
parties at as early a date as possible the 
valuer’s report. This was one of the 


| points recommended by the Fry Commis- 


sion. They are taking steps every day 
to facilitate the communication of these 
important documents. Another point to 
which attention was directed was that of 
having some automatic or alternative 
procedure that would save the tremen- 
dous expenditure in costs, which consti- 
tute one of the great difficulties in the 
administration of “the Land Code. The 
Fry Commission laid down a long and, I 
venture to say, a complicated and cer- 
tainly difficult alternative system, which 


' could not have been carried out without 


the aid of legislation ; but the Land Com- 
mission, applying their own mind to the 
question, have themselves formulated 
an alternative procedure to promote 
simplicity and speed of decision apart 
from the danger and peril of high costs. 
That has been done, and 1,146 applications 
have come in under this new form. The 
furnishing of copies of the Pink Schedule 
without delay to the parties is being en- 
couraged in every possible way. The 
Land Commission do everything they can 
to prevent delay, and they investigate 
every complaint that is made to them 
on the subject. I am informed that 
at the present moment they are 
applying themselves to perfecting the 
organisation of their records to prevent 
an hour being lost. The Fry Commission 
pointed out that the qualifications of the 
assistant commissioners were not satis- 
factory, and urged that these great 
interests of landlord and tenant should 
not be decided and regulated by men of 
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whom no qualifications were 


either by Act of Parliament or by rules. | definition. 
the aid leagues formulated what they considered 
and the Civil | would be a definition that would suit all 


The Land Commission, with 
of the Government 


Service Commissioners, at once applied | cases. 
themselvestothis question. They have laid | to that. 


down a system of examination which is 
now working, and which has applied with 
reference to all the appointments that 
have since been made. ‘Then there 
is another matter to which enormous 
weight was attached by the very influen- 
‘tial class represented by my noble friend, 
and which also attracted the attention of 
the Fry Commission. The practice had 
grown up of having only one, lay sub- 
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required | and distinctly refrained from giving a 
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Sir Edward Fry and his col- 


I ask my noble friend’s attention 
It was not a definition to suit a 


/easual or particular case, but one which 


was to suit every case under every con- 


‘dition in every part of Ireland. The 


words they used were— 


“The annual sum at which, after all the 
circumstances of the case, holding, and dis- 
trict have been taken into consideration, the 
holding in the landlord’s hands might reason- 
ably be expected to let from year to year, to 
a solvent and prudent tenant who desired to 


| derive a benefit from the occupation of the 


commissioner to act with the legal com- | 


missioner. This was deemed to 


be | 
unsatisfactory. It was, however, working | 


fairly well, and there were not many | 


complaints. But the Fry Commission 
reported that on the whole they thought 
it would be more satisfactory to all parties 
if that system was dropped, and a universal 
rule applied of having aiways two lay 


tenement, and not from its sale.” 

It is obvious that the new words intro- 
duced there are “in the landlord’s 
possession,” and when this was sub- 
mitted to test of the judicial examination 


/in the Land Commission, in the case of 
| Ripley v. Macnaughten, before Mr. Justice 


sub-commissioners acting with the legal | 


sub-commissioner. This 
ition was adopted after the requisite 
correspondence with 
and the Treasury, and it caused the 
appointment of seventeen new sub- 
commissioners at an annual cost of some- 
thing like £15,000. If that is not a test 
of vigour in applying the recommenda- 
tions of the Fry Commission, [ am at a 
loss to know whatis. This is a slight retro- 
spect of what has been done. My noble 
friend passed it by as if nothing had been 


recommenda- | 


the Government | 


accomplished, but it is obvious from the | 


short statement I have made that a great 


deal has been done which is of the highest | 


importance. 


My noble friend has asked | 


why the definition of fair rent given by | 
the Fry Commission has not been adopted? | 


Ican answer that in a very few words. 
The Act of 1881—the governing Act— 


though every syllable, comma, and semi- | 


colon in it were debated, avoided giving 
a definition of “ fair rent.” It prescribed 
that the fair rent should be fixed, having 


regard to the interest of the landlord and | 


the tenant, and to the circumstances of 


the case, holding, and district. That was | 


the only guidance the Act of Parliament 
gave, and though the matter has re- 
peatedly come before Parliament since 


that date, I am not aware of any effort | 


having been made to place upon the 
Statute book a definition of fair rent. At 
all events, the Act of 1881 deliberately 





Meredith, who had the benefit, which the 
Fry Commission had not, of hearing this 
matter discussed in all its bearings as a 
legal point, Mr. Justice Meredith was 
unable to accept it as a judicial definition 
which should be applicable to all cases. 
He pointed out that the words “in the 
landlord’s possession ” were not found in 
the Act of 1881, and that the very oppo- 
site was made the foundation upon which 
fair rent was to be fixed, a tenant being 
in possession. Mr. Justice Meredith 
therefore declined to accept the definition, 
holding it to be ambiguous, and likely in 
many cases to lead to the assessment of a 
competitive value of the land, which, in 
his opinion, was opposed :o the true 
meaning and purpose of the Land Act. 
Later on the question came before the 
Court of Appeal. Ihave the honour of 
presiding over that court, but I was not 
present on the particular occasion when 
the matter came up. My able colleagues, 
however, were there, and the point was 
presented in the case of Lord Gosford v. 
Blair. Counsel for the landlord endea- 
voured to present for the decision of the 
Court of Appeal the Fry definition of 
fair rent, and asked the court to deter- 
mine that it was a definition that should 


| be accepted in all cases to regulate and con- 


trol the administration of the Land Laws. 


'The Court of Appeal felt bound to say 


that they could not answer what was a 
mere abstract question, and that they 
could only deal with a concrete question 
in relation to a particular holding that 
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was to settle a particular rent. Lord 
Justice Fitzgibbon said, in reference to 
the matter— 

“It we were to treat the question strictly 

according to the letter, as simply asking 
whether the Land Commission was. bound in 
every case to make a false assumption of fact 
as the basis for determining fair rent, we 
might answer it at once in the negative, 
because the Act of 1881, Section 8 (1) pre- 
scribes no such assumption, and, on the con- 
trary, it requires the court to fix the fair rent 
between two litigating parties, one of whom 
is necessarily in every case an occupying 
tenant, and it directs that regard shall be had 
to their respective interests, and that all the 
circumstances of the case, holding, and district 
shall be considered.” 
It is obvious that, after these judicial 
utterances, it is hardly possible now to 
expect the Fry Commission’s definition of 
fair rent to be accepted as universally appli- 
cable to all cases, save under the pressure 
of an Act of Parliament. Another matter 
mentioned by my noble friend was the 
Pink Schedule. The Pink Schedule, in 
the opinion of the Land Commission, is at 
present overloaded, and they cannot regard 
it as at all desirable that they should be 
asked to set out any more minute details. 
I have been asked a question as to the 
permanence of the allowance for improve- 
ments. When arent is fixed for fifteen 
years it is for fifteen years, and I assume 
that the allowance for improvements is 
for no less a term. The Commissioners 
are only dealing with the term of fifteen 
years, and at the end of that time, of course, 
the matter may have to be examined again. 
My noble friend referred, I think, to the 
action of the Land Commission in dealing 
with tenants who had been guilty of 
unreasonable conduct, and he argued that 
it was only right, if a tenant had been 
guilty of unreasonable conduct and of 
deteriorating the property, he should be 
dealt with drastically. That is the 
opinion of the Land Commission. Over 
and over again, if a tenant has been 
guilty of such conduct his case is ad- 
journed, and I am informed that where a 
tenant is found guilty of unreasonable 
conduct, his case is postponed until the 
Commission are satisfied that the holding 
has been placed in a normal condition. 


*LorD CLONBROCK : I did not men- 
tion that point because I know that some 
steps have been taken in that direction. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: I am glad to 
hear that the noble Lord is of opinion 


Lord Ashbourne. 
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| that tenants guilty of unreasonable con- 
‘duct are adequately dealt with by the 
| Land Commission at the present 
‘time. I will, therefore, not pursue that 
point further. My noble friend directed 
a good deal of his argument to the posi- 
tion of the valuers, and he held that they 
\should be a separate body. It is true 
‘that the court valuers have the status, 
pay, and position of assistant com- 
'missioners, but although that is  s0, 
they are, I believe, mainly, if not 
always, confined to the work of 
valuing, and do not go backwards and 
forwards from one function to another. 
They are largely, if not altogether, bound 
to direct attention to the important duty 
of valuing; and does it not stand to: 
reason that the higher the status and the: 
better the tenure you give these men the 
more reliable will be their work? Then 
something was said as to their ‘indepen- 
dence.” What is meant exactly by that 
word ? 


Fry Commission Report. 


THE EArt oF MAYO: Independent of 
the sub-commissioners. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: Surely they are 
at present independent of the sub-com- 
missioners. How could they possibly be 
more independent? They go down as 
court valuers to examine and report upon 
premises without previously having had 
communication with the parties or with 
the sub-commissioners, and they are inde- 
pendent of the sub-commissioners in every 
sense that can be reasonably given to 
that term. They are sent to examine, 
to report, and to give their own indepen- 
dent view. 


*Lorp CLONBROCK: The Fry Com- 
mission specially mentioned a case where 
the arithmetical blunders perpetrated by 
the assistant commissioners were repro- 
duced in the report of the Court valuers, 
owing to what they themselves called 
the slavish copying of the report of the 
former officials. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: That was five 
or six years ago. We have lived and 
learned, and the sub-commissioners who 
are now engaged in the work of valu- 
ing are kept practically to that duty. 
| Another point was that it was wrong for 
the Land Commissioners to have two 
valuers, and that they ought to stick to 
one. 
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*Lorp CLONBROCK : I did not say | 


$0. 


*LorD ASHBOURNE: I know you did | 
not—you have too much excellent sense ; 
but one of the points put most strenu- 
ously in one of the arguments on this 
question, in which the Land Commission 
were attacked in reference to the methods 
of valuation, was that they should have 
confined themselves to one valuer. I do 
not think it is necessary to say anything 
with regard to that point. My noble 
friend directed attention to the recom- 
mendation of the Fry Commission that 
the valuer should not be given a copy of 
the Pink Schedule, but should go down to 
make his valuation absolutely ignorant of 
what had happened before. This matter 
has been very carefully considered by the 
Land Commission, and they have arrived 
at the conclusion that it is not a proposal 
which commends itself to their judgment 
as business-men. They have not followed 
it, and they do not think it necessary 
or expedient to do so. Personally, 
I hardly think it is advisable, even 
if it were possible, to send men down 
to make valuations and keep them in 
ignorance of what has gone on before. 
When the matter came up for examina- 
tion in the Court of Appeal, on a recent 
occasion, one of the Lords Justices used 
these words— 

“So far as this objection insists upon the 
court valuers going de novo through the de- 
tails of the work it is a mischievous objection. 
All valuable information should be supplied, 
and having regard to the nature of the 
reference the information as to what was 
previously done should be especially valuable. 
lhe whole object of the rehearing is to correct 
the previous conclusion on the same subject. 
Though the Land Commission must rehear the 
case and pronounce its own judgment on its 
own responsibility, the knowledge of what was 
objected to is a help and not a hindrance to a 
better condition. The same remark applies 
even more forcibly to the court valuers. Ex- 
perts are more prone to differ than to agree.” 


The noble Lord urged that the valuers 
should attend and constitute part of the 


tribunal as assessors. That is not a 
matter that could be dealt with without 
legislation, for it would be a distine 
change in the constitution of the tribunal. 
[now come to the question of purchase. 
I must remind my noble friend that at the 
time the Fry Commission were conducting 
their inquiries—1897—purchase was at 
rather a low ebb, possibly in consequence 
of the Fry Commission. People’s minds 
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the expectations. 
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were occupied with 


that always flow from inquiries of this 
| kind, i 


and great changes, it was 
thought, might result from the Com- 
mission. The celebrated Section 40 was 
then in its infancy, and the Commission 
gave very cautious, and I am bound to. 


isay I do not think particularly useful,, 


suggestions with reference to purchase. 
One of the points most constantly pressed 
was that adequate attention was not 
directed to the fact that the valuers had. 
to deal with a conjoint interest. I believe 
the Land Commission’s view on that sub- 
ject is that the valuers have always 
realised that they were dealing with a 
double interest. But, to prevent the possi- 
bility of any question or suggestion in the 
matter, the following note has been added 
to the instructions to valuers— 
‘“*N.B.—In answering this query the in- 
oe must have regard to the fact that if 
the advance is made the security will embrace 
the consolidated interests of the landlord and 
the tenant in the holding.” 
That, I think, prevents the possibility 
of any doubt and obscurity. Though I 
am not going into statistics, 1 would 
like to say that the purchase system 
is working in a perfectly satisfactory 
way. It will be a pleasure to the 
noble Duke, the Duke of Abercorn,. 
who has always taken an interest in 
the working of the Code, to know that 
even Section 40 of the Act of 1896 is 
working reasonably, fairly, vigorously, 
and hopefully. The purchase transac- 
tions this year have amounted to about 
£1,500,000. In 1897 the number of 
applications to the Commission were 
2,787, but during the past year they have 
reached the great number of 6,911. Surely 
it is impossible to explain away these 
figures. The purchase system is un- 
doubtedly working vigorously and hope- 
fully, and in a way which I venture to 


| think gives ground for the expectation 
that it will continue to grow and prosper. 


I am sorry that I have had to occupy so 
much of your Lordships’ time, but, know- 
ing the deep interest that is felt in this 
question by noble Lords from Ireland, I 
deemed it right to give all the informa- 
tion I was able to get upon the subject. 


*THe Eart oF MAYO: My Lords, I 
am sure we are all exceedingly obliged to. 
the noble and learned Lord for the very 
long statement he has made, but when 
your Lordships come to examine it it wilk 
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be found that the question asked by Lord 
Clonbrock—namely, whether any, and, if 
so, what recommendations of the Fry 
‘Commission will be carried into effect in 
addition to those already adopted—has 
not been answered. The noble Lord con- 
sidered at length those of the recom 
mendations which had already been 
adopted, and he also mad» some remarks 
with regard to prices, upon which Lord 
Clonbrock did not say one word. The 
question of prices did not enter into the 
noble Lord’s mind at all. The fact of the 
matter with regard to prices is that the 
Land Commission have an agricultural 
department which publishes prices, and a 
department which fixes the rents, and it 
is impossible to reconcile the tables. For 
instance, the reduction in agricultural 
prices is given at 4°7 per cent., whilst the 
reduction in rents has been 24°7 per cent. 
That shows how little the reduction in 
agricultural prices affects the reduction in 
rent. With regard to what the noble 
Lord said as tc the constitution of the 
Land Commission, I should like to say 
that we do not dispute that the members 
are most honourable men. We have not 
said otherwise in this House or elsewhere, 
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and surely gossip outside is not worthy of 
the noble Lord’s attention. With regard to 
the definition of fair rent, it would appear 
that all the legal luminaries in Ireland 
have come together to try and decide the 
point, but they do not agree with the Fry 


Commission. But the Land Commission 
are in this position: they have to fix our 
rents, and they have no definition of what 
fair rent is. I was not satisfied with what 
the noble Lord said with regard to de- 
terioration. The Land Commission carry 
out strictly the rule that tenants’ im- 
provements must not be charged with 
rent, but they seldom pay attention to 
the repeated instances of tenants’ deterio- 
ration. The noble and learned Lord gave 
only one instance in which Mr. Justice 
Meredith dealt hardly with a case of 
deterioration, but throughout the whole of 
Ireland this question is a most important 
one. The sub-commissioners do not make 
any allowance for deterioration, but allow 
fully for tenants’ improvements. What 
the noble and learned Lord said on that 
matter was not at all satisfactory. I 
understood from his reply that the going 
backwards and forwards of the court 
valuers will not occur in the future, but I 
did not gather from anything he said that 


any of the recommendations of the Fry | 


The Earl of Mayo. 
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Commission which have not already been 
adopted will be carried out. The state- 
ment that the court valuers will not act 
in a dual capacity in future is most satis- 
factory, because their goings on hitherto 
have been, to say the least, open to sus- 
picion. Then the noble and learned Lord 
argued that the court valuers should be 
provided with the Pink Schedule and all 
the information in the possession of the 
sub-commissioners. Surely, when a valuer 
is called in it is only fair that we should 
have an entirely independent opinion. 
We do not want the opinion of a man 
who is biassed by the opinion of his subor- 
dinates. There is no doubt that the court 
valuers must be biassed by having all the 
evidence of the sub-commission in front of 
them. I do not think it is at all satisfactory 
that the recommendation of the Fry Com- 
mission on this point has not been carried 
out. With regard to purchase, as the noble 
and learned Lord has said, it is going on 
vigorously and hopefully ; but from the 
point of view of the landlords it is cer- 
tainly not going on generously, becanse 
the Land Commission acts simply as a 
cautious banker of the Treasury. The 
answer of the noble and learned Lord 
seems to amount to this, that no further 
advance is to take place with regard to 
the recommendations of the Fry Commis- 
sion. I regret that the answer is not of 
a more satisfactory character. 


*ViscouNnT TEMPLETOWN: My Lords, 
I venture to support Lord Clonbrock in 
the question he has brought before the 
House. However honourable a body of 
men the Land Commissioners may be, 
their point of view regarding what ought 
to be done on the question of the valuing 
of rents in Ireland is, to say the least, 
peculiar. The noble and learned Lord 
said that the Land Commission made 
their rules with a view to the considera- 
tion of justice from their own point of 
view. In that I heartily concur. It is 
from their own point of view, and from 
no other, that they consider the whole 
transaction. The noble and learned Lord 
said that it required an Act of Parliament 
to give a definition of fair rent, or to read 
the definition into the Act of 1881. Ido 
not deny that that may be so, but I do con- 
tend that it is impossible to fix a fair rent 


‘unless the Commissioners have some defi- 


nition of the phrase before them, and that 
until some definition is produced justice 
cannot be done to the Irish landlords. 
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‘One of the highest authorities who has 
discussed the question said that the only 


test of value was the price which the 
tenant was willing to pay, but that price 
is entirely excluded in Ireland. I would 
ask the noble and learned Lord where in 
Ireland is a landlord able to get the rent 
which a solvent tenant would offer him ? 
And why is he not able to get it? 
Because of the Act of 1881. The Land 


Commissioners fix rents at the present 


moment on the wildest principles. The 
noble and learned Lord has referred with 
a great deal of satisfaction to the fact 
that applications to purchase farms in 
Ireland have risen from 2,000 to 6,000 
odd. I do not know how he explained 
that, but I should like to offer an explana- 
tion. The increase in the number of 
applications to purchase farms is due to 
two causes— first, the reductions in 
the rents have been’ so_ tremen- 
dous that the ‘landowners have been 
foreed to sell their land; and secondly, 
the tenants are waking up to the fact 
that they can buy land for less than they 
can sell their own interest in their farms. 
The noble and learned Lord said more 
than once, “Oh, that happened years 
ago.” I want to quote to your Lordships 
a few figures showing what has occurred 
since the second fixing of rent in Ireland. 
Here is one estate. The rent in 1881 
was £237 5s. 10d., the poor-law valuation 
being £151. In the first term the rent 


‘was reduced from £237 5s. 10d. to £159 


2s. 6d., and in the second term, in 1896, 
to £79 10s. 2d., or something less than 
half the poor-law valuation. I will 
not mention names, but here is 
another case: The rent of the 
estate prior to 1881 was £205 15s. 6d., 
the peor-law valuation being £176. In 
the first term the rent was reduced 
to £162 17s., and in the second term, 
four years ago, to £95 6s. 6d. I do not 
know what justifies these reductions, for 
they are certainly not due to economic 
causes or fall of prices. I will quote 
another case selected out of many. The 
old rent was £351 9s.4d. It was reduced 
on the first term to £246 18s. 3d., and 
was further reduced at the last hearing to 
£159 19s. 5d. That is to say, in fifteen 
years, starting from 1881, these rents 
were reduced on an average by 60 per 
cent. I think I have said enough to show 
that the question of fixing rents i in Ireland 
is one tbat still requires attention from 
Her Majesty’s Government. If this 
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and the fads of 
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process is continued 


‘the tenants are given way to as they 


present, landlords will end 
tenants to take their 
property. It is said that the fall in prices 
accounts for the reduction in rent, but I 
could quote many cases which prove the 
contrary. The particulars of a case were 
placed in my hands the other day by one 
of the land agents in Ireland in which the 
rents had been reduced by about 50 per 
cent., whereas the value of the farm and 
the prices generally had gone up. I would 
ask the noble and learned Lord how he 
can justify reductions in a case of that 
kind? I am sorry the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland has not dealt more satisfactorily 
with the matter. I hope questions such as 
these will be brought frequently before 
the House, in order that your Lordships 
may be convinced that the hardships of 
which we complain are real and sub- 
stantial and require remedying. 


are at 


*THE EarL oF ARRAN: My Lords, I 
do not rise to make a speech, but I should 
like to draw your Lordships’ attention to 
the fact that at the last sitting of the 
Land Commission at Belfast twenty-five 
appeals from decisions of the sub-com- 
missioners were heard. In eighteen 
cases the rents were raised, and in seven 
only were the decisions confirmed. That 
is a remarkable number of decisions to 
be reversed by the Higher Court, and I 
would ask what your ” Lordships would 
think of a Court of First Instance whose 
decisions were reversed to this extent. I 
do not reflect upon the sub-commis- 
sioners ; they are all honourable men. 
Brutus was an honourable man, but I 
do not suppose Cesar found much com- 
fort in that fact. 


MILITARY MANCEUVRES  BILL—ITS 
EFFECT ON LANDOWNERS. 
*THe Earp or LICHFIELD: My 
Lords, I rise to ask the Secretary of State 
for War why no notice was given to 
owners of lands affected by the Military 
Maneeuvres Bill previous to or during the 
passage of the Bill through the House of 
Lords, and to call attention to the 
injury which will be inflicted by the Bill 
in some cases. In order to make my 
case quite plain it will be necessary for 
me to refer to some of the provisions of 
the so-called Military Manceuvres Bill, 
and to call attention to the manner in 
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which the Government passed this Bill 
through your Lordships’ House. Clause 4 
of the Military Manceuvres Bill confers 
upon the War Office power to take com- 
pulsory possession of certain specified 
areas of country for twenty days every 
year, for the purpose of rifle practice, 
and, in some cases, of artillery practice, 
under service conditions. During this 
time no person is to be permitted, under 
penalties imposed by means of bye-laws 
framed by the War Office, to enter 
upon the specified area, except with 
the consent of the Secretary of State 
for War, and under such conditions 
as he may impose. On each occasion, 
after the War Office have used these lands, 
compensation for damage to persons or 
property, and for interference with rights 
or privileges, is to be provided, but at 
the will of an arbitrator appointed by the 
Government ; and no compensation is 
payable if the arbitrator holds that the 
damage or loss could have been prevented 
by the taking of reasonable measures for 
securing safety. The areas specified in 
the Bill for rifle practice are as follows : 
—Crown lands at Woolmer, Cannock 


Chase, a portion of the South Downs 
between Lewes and Brighton, and a 


district of the New Forest; those 
specified for rifle or artillery practice are 
Dartmoor, a tract of country in North 
Wales, and three tracts of country— 
Morne Mountains, Kilworth, and Glen 
Marsh—in Ireland. I may say that on a 
rough calculation, but, I believe, a fairly 
reliable one, there are between 300 and 
400 square miles of land, or from 200,000 
to 300,000 acres scheduled in this Bill. 
No notices whatever have been given 
to the landowners, commoners, or the 
local authorities, and yet the lands in 
question are scheduled in perpetuity. We 
have had several War Office Bills before us 
lately, and I confess that this Bill escaped 


my notice during its passage through the | 
House, and as far as I can learn it also. 
escaped the notice of many other peers in 


the same way. 
Government on having got the 
through without any alterations, because 


I must congratulate the 


I am quite sure that if attention had been | 


drawn to the provisions of the Bill it 


present form. There are some maps in 
the adjoining chamber showing the areas 


scheduled, and on examining them I dis- | 
covered that between two and three thou- | 


sand acres of my own property at Can- 


The Earl of Lichfield. 
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Bill | 


| open 
would not have passed the House in its | 


nock Chase had been scheduled, part of 
which runs up to the gates of my park,. 
The larger portion of these lands is open 
common heather-land,on which are grouse, 


black game, and some wild fallow deer, 
'while some of it is freehold with small 


holdings, and the remainder consists of a 
beautiful wild park, within a mile and a- 
half from my hall door, not my home 
park, but forming a very important part 
of my home. My neighbour, Sir Charles 
Wolseley, also has his fine park, of some 
450 acres, scheduled without his know- 
ledge or consent. These parks are very 
valuable, being within a_ short dis- 
tance of a junction on the main 
L. and N.W.R. line. I will not, 
however, detain you any longer with 
my personal grievance, my object is rather 
to call your attention to the unprecedented 
provisions of the Bill. These properties 
are all scheduled in perpetuity without 
giving the owners any notice or oppor- 
tunity of defending their rights. I main- 
tain the prospective value of the scheduled 
lands will 
They will be looked upon as plague spots, 
and no one will buy them for building or 
manufacturing purposes, as the owner 
would be liable to be turned out for three 
weeks in every year ; then again the value 
of the sporting rights will be seriously 
diminished. [ have, myself, valuable 
sporting rights over these lands, having, 
killed as many as a hundred brace of 
grouse there in one day, but do you 
suppose for a moment that anyone would 
think of hiring these shootings with the 
knowledge that the Secretary of State for 
War could have three weeks’ shooting on 
them at any time he liked? Compulsory 
purchase and compulsory hiring of land 
have already been heard of in Par- 
liament, but this is the first case of a 
Government, calling itself a constitutional 
Government, going in for compulsory 
land grabbing, pure and simple, without 


paying one penny compensation whatever.. 


And now I come to. the question of the 
commons and open spaces scheduled in 
these areas, not by any means the least 
important part of my case. It is com- 
puted that about 100,000 acres of 
common lands have _ been 
scheduled ; the unfortunate commoners 
will have to drive their cattle and sheep 
off the scheduled areas, and in some cases 
they will even have to turn out of their 


homes, for twenty days in every year, 
| without having had any opportunity of 
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be irretrievably damaged. 
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protesting against this serious 
tailment of tneir rights. There is no 
doubt they are very hardly treated 
under this Bill. The public, again, will 
be kept off these open spaces during 
twenty days of our all too short summer 
weather, and in this respect I maintain 
that the provisions of the measure are 
quite contrary to the public opinion of 
the day, and to the practice of Parliament 
of late years, which has been to maintain 
these open spaces free to the public for 
ever. It seems to me that the Government 
have missed a_ splendid opportunity. 
When the country to a man wishes toe do 
everything possible to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Army—and there is no body 
of men more anxious to do this than your 
Lordships—the Government ought to have 
come to Parliament and asked for money 


to acquire ground on which our soldiers | 


can shoot under service conditions. Iam 
quite sure that money for that purpose 
would have been cheerfully given by Par- 
liament, but they were afraid to ask for 
the money, and instead of that they are 
attempting to take land without paying 
anything at all for it. I do not think the 
landowners would have: complained so 
much if this were a temporary measure, but 
these lands are scheduled in perpetuity. To 


show your Lordships what is thought of , 


this Bill, I heard from a friend the other 
day whose land is also scheduled, and in 
his letter he says— 

“T could have understood it from a Radical 
Government, but not from a Government that 
calls itself Conservative.” 

No, my Lords, this 1s truly a case of “ Save 
us from our friends,” for I do not believe 
for a moment that any Radical Govern- 
ment would have brought in a measure 
framed on these lines, if only on account of 
the great commons and open spaces in- 
volved. 
that the manner in which the Bill was 
carried through the House was quite un- 
constitutional, and not in accordance with 
the Standing Orders of the House. I 
have mentioned the matter to the noble 
Earl the Chairman of Committees, and I 
hope he will be good enough to state his 
opinion to the House, as I feel sure your 
Lordships would be interested to hear it. If 
it should turn out that my suggestion is 


4 justifiable one, and that this Bill has | 


not been passed in conformity to the 


Standing Orders, I hope the Government | 


will see their way to withdraw the Bill, 


as some mark of respect to this House 


{9 JuLy 1900} 


cur- | 


Moreover, I venture to suggest | 
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for having got it through in an unconsti- 
tutional manner, or if they decline to do 
so, I trust that, in justice to all who are 
concerned in the areas to be taken, they 
will refer the matter to a Select Com- 
mittee. We all know what an immense 
amount of responsibility rests on the 
shoulders of the Secretary of State for 
War, and how much he has on his hands, 
at the present moment; it is therefore 
with great regret that I have felt obliged 
to ask him for an explanation of this mat- 
ter, but I have looked upon it asa public 
duty to do so, and I hope your Lordships 
will think that [ have been justified in my 
action. The two points I have specially 
to impress on the House are, in the first 
place, that a Bill of this nature ought not 
to have been introduced without holding 
local inquiries and without giving full 
notice to all parties interested—land- 


Its Effect on Landowners. 


| owners, commoners, and local authorities 


—as prescribed by the Standing Orders 
and practice of Parliament ; and, in the 
second place, that it is sought to acquire 
rights over these scheduled lands in per- 
petuity without giving any compensation 
whatever for doing so. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
My Lords, I must say, in the first place, 
a few words with regard to the noble 
Lord’s compiaint that there has been in 
the case of this Bill a disregard of the 
Standing Orders of your Lordships’ House. 
I understand his view to be that the 


| fourth section of the Bill is of such a kind 


that it was the duty of the Department 
responsible for the measure to issue 
notices last autumn in the usual manner 


to the owners and occupiers of the land 


scheduled under the Bill. I have looked 
at the Standing Orders of your Lordships’ 
House, and I am bound to say that I do 
not at first sight see anything in them 
which leads me to believe that this 
particular part of the Bill is of 
such a character as to render it 
incumbent upon the Department to issue 
notices; but I am very far from 
claiming to be a skilled interpreter of the 
Standing Orders, which are somewhat 
intricate documents, and I prefer to rest 
myself on the fact that the very expe- 
rienced gentlemen who assisted us in the 
preparation of the Bill did not detect any 
necessity for issuing notices, and, more- 
over, that the officers of your Lordships’ 
House, who are, I understand, entrusted 
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with the duty of exercising a certain 
amount of vigilance upon the irregularities 
of persons in charge of legislation, did 
not, at the time certainly, detect that any 
irregularity had taken place. Of course, 
if we had been aware that the issuing of 
notices had been necessary it might have 
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been desirable that we should call the atten- | 


tion of the Examiners to the matter ; but I 
gather from a_ well-known work—Sir 
frskine May’s “ Parliamentary ‘Practice ” 
—that it is, in the natural order of things, 
the function, not of the person responsible 
for the Bill, but of the officers of the 
House to call attention to the necessity of 
referring the Bill to the examiners. It is 
stated on page 443 of the work to which 
I have referred— 

“If it appears, after the First Reading, that 
a public Bill affects private rights, notice of 
this circumstance is sent from the Publie Bill 
Office to the Member in charge of the Bill; 
and the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills are ordered to examine the Bill with 
respect to compliance with the Standing 
Orders relative to Private Bills.” 
If there was a want of vigilance it was a 
want of vigilance for which many of us 
were responsible, and a want of vigilance 
which, in the circumstances of the case, 
does not seem to be worthy of any kind 
of censure. There is also this to be said 
in fairness to the Department—that other 
Bills authorising the holding of military 
manceuvres in different parts of the 
country, Bills substantially for the same 
purpose as this Bill, have never been sent 
to the examiners. 

*Tue Eart or LICHFIELD: Those 


were temporary Bills. 


*Tue Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
I freely admit that those Bills were of 
temporary operation, and that this Bill is 
a permanent measure. The question as 
to the necessity of notices is not yet dis- 
posed of, because I believe it is the case 
that the Bill has come before the 
Examiner in the other House of Parlia- 
ment, and I am told—I do not know 
whether the authority is good—that he 
has reported that there has heen a breach 
of the Standing Order, but not of the 
Standing Order relating to the service of 
notices on owners and occupiers, but of 
that relating to the publication of adver- 
tisements. The matter is still swh judice, 
and until the question has been disposed 
of by the Committee in another place, I 
think I must claim that the point raised 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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by the noble Earl with regard to the non- 
compliance with the Standing Orders js 
still an open question. In the meantime 
no harm has been done because the 
owners and occupiers of land affected 
have still an opportunity of raising in 
another place the question which the 
noble Earl has raised here, and I have no 
doubt, if their case is as good as he sup- 
poses, they will be able to obtain the 
redress which they desire. The noble 
Lord seems to think that he personally 
has been very badly used, becauze he re- 
ceived no notice that the Bill affected his 
private rights to the extent it does. [ 
certainly cannot admit, that so far as the 
noble Earl is concerned, there was any 
attempt on the part of the War Offive to 
steal a march upon him. I do not know 
any Member of your Lordships’ House 
who would be less likely to be caught 
napping than the noble Earl, who is a 
constant: frequenter of the House. He 
takes part in the debates, and pays a 
good deal of attention to our business, 
and I think he himseif admitted that he 
had not been quite as watchful as he 
might have been when he made what | 
would certainly describe as a Second 
Reading speech on the Bill after it 
had gone to the other House of 
Parliament. The Bill was introduced 
by me in this House on 28th May, 
I then stated, not at very great length, 
but I think with sufficient clearness, what 
the object of the Bill was. I called par- 
ticular attention to the fourth clause, 
which J said was to my mind a very im- 
portant clause, and I gave the reasons for 
which it was necessary. I referred to 
the areas which were to be scheduled, and 
[ referred by name to Cannock Chase. | 
am bound also to add that the noble Ear! 
was in the House at the time. I havea 
distinct recollection of having seen him on 
the particular evening, and I see, on 
reference to the Journals of the House, 
that he took part in a division a few 
minutes before I made the statement. 
Therefore, there was a reasonable oppor- 
tunity for him to make himself aware of 
what the nature of the Bill was. The Bill 
was read a second time on 22nd June, but: 
before that day I had maps showing the 
scheduled areas exhibited in an adjoining 
chamber, and on 25th June the 
measure passed through Committee. 
The noble Earl told your Lordships that 
no attention was paid to it in Committee. 
That is not quite the case. One noble 
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Lord, Lord Montagu of Beaulieu, who 
evidently knew that his property in the 
neighbourhood of the New Forest would 
be “affected, called attention to the Bill. 
The Bill went to the Standing Committee, 
and was read a third time on 28th June, 


the cognisance of your Lordships’ House. 
AsI have referred to Lord Montagu of 
Beaulieu, I desire to point out that all 


the landowners who are affected by the 


measure do not regard it in the hostile 
and uncompromising spirit which the 
noble Earl has exhibited. I hold in my 


hand an extract from a south country | 


newspaper, containing a report of the pro- 
ceedings of the New Forest Court of 
Verderers. The report states that— 

“Lord Montagu said he would go further 
and say that a Bill of this character ought to 
pass, and his Lordship pointed out the difti- 
culties which our soldiers had had to face in 
South Africa, adding that it was absolutely 
essential that they should practise in parts of 
the country at unknown distances under 
service conditions. As patriotic people they 
must do the best they could and make the 
best of it.” 


Another gentleman, speaking 
dually, and as representing other 
moners, said— 


indivi- 
Com- 


‘“ He thought they were all agreed there 
should be no local opposition to the Bill under 
the present circumstances, as it certainly was 
their duty to do a!l they could to provide the 
troops with proper practising and firing 
grounds.” 

That is the spirit in which the Bill has 
been met in some parts of the country, 
and I cannot help feeling that if the noble 
Earl had shown a little more of that spirit 
in his remarks, he would have treated the 
subject in a worthier manner. As to the 
alleged iniquity of the Bill, I am not pre- 
pared for a moment to say that in matters 
of detail the Bill may not require amend- 
ment. [am sorry that attention was not 
called to its details in the House. 1 can 
conceive nothing more useful in the case 
of a measure of this kind than thorough 
discussion in an assembly like this, in 
which owners of land are so largely repre- 
sented. As to the principle of the Bill 
we take power, under it, to use for a few 
days in the year certain areas of moor- 
land country, and to close them to the 


public—a measure which is necessary in | 


the interests of the public itself if these 


areas are used for rifle and artillery prac- | 


tice. Then we provide for com- 
pensation, and the compensation 
clause is drawn in a most liberal manner. 


{9 JuLy 1900} 
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The clause provides that full compensa- 
tion shall be made for any damage to. 
person and property, or any loss or any 
interference with rights or privileges, 
occasioned by the exercise of the powers. 


| given by this section, and for any expenses. 
so that it was for a whole month within | 


incurred by any person in taking any 
reasonable measures for securing the safety- 
of any person or property. That is a clause: 
which would provide ample satisfaction 
for injury, for instance, to those sporting 
rights to which the noble Earl attaches. 
so much importance. The noble Earl 
told us that nobody would ever build on 
one of these scheduled areas. I do not 
see the least reason why they should not.. 
If buildings grow up the effect would be: 
that the troops would not go there to. 
manceuvre, for if we attempted to. 
manceuvre troops over a district in which 
cottages were beginning to grow up we 
should find ourselves face to face with 
such a claim for compensation as would 
render it altogether beyond the powers of 
the public purse to provide adequately for. 
I venture to press upon your Lordships 
that powers of this kind are very urgently 
needed in the interests of the Army. I 
do not believe there is any country in 
Europe in which private rights are 
allowed to prevail to the detriment of the 
efficiency of the Army as they are allowed 
to prevail in this country. If those 
rights prevail, if our troops are to be 
exercised merely in barrack squares, 
along the high roads, or in places such as 
Aldershot, with every feature of which 
they are thoroughly acquainted, then we 
cannot expect that our soldiers will 
exhibit when called upon for service in 
the field the qualities of resource and 
readiness which we desire they should 
possess. I earnestly hope that, however 
much this Bill may be amended, we shall 
in substance be given the powers we ask 
for. 


THE Earn or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I must plead guilty of not myself 
having observed the precise nature of this 
Bill, and of not reading it with sufficient 
care. I thought it was a Bill of the same 
nature as those which Radical Govern- 
ments to which I have belonged have 
brought in. Those Bills, however, were 
annual Bills, and therein lies the great 
difference. I agree with what the noble 
Marquess has said as to the necessity for 
having large tracts of land for manceuvres, 


but I think it is a very strong measure 
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‘indeed to take permanent possession of |not see the necessity of taking 
private property bya Bill in this manner. that course with regard to this Bill, 
Jt is an alarming thing. If once the | In the House of Commons the Bill has 
Government are to be given power to take | been referred to the Examiners on Stand- 
land in this way, without that kind of , ing Orders, and I believe they have de. 
‘inquiry which is always made whenever | cided that the definite Standing Orders 
private property is taken, it will open of that House dealing with the point in 
the door to all manner of things. question have not been complied with. 
I am not very likely to belong to another What course the House of Commons will 
‘Government, but if I do I hope they will pursue it is impossible to say, but I cannot 
not take this as a precedent and adopt help very strongly supporting the view 
this method of dealing with private | taken by the noble Earl the Leader of 
property. It is very necessary that the Opposition. To take these important 
private property should be taken for rights in perpetuity, and without giving 
public purposes, but whenever that is’ the slightest notice either to individuals, 
-done it has been a fixed principle in this | or even to the local authorities who are 
country to give full notice and compensa- responsible for the districts in which the 
tion to everybody whose property is rights are taken, seems to we a most 
taken, and an opportunity for them to) high-handed and unparalleled proceeding. 
bring their objections before the Houses I quite sympathise with what has 
of Parliament. I regret one little remark | fallen from my noble friend as_ to 
made by the noble Marquess, who rather | the necessity of having land on which to 
insinuated that the noble Earl had not | exercise our military forces, but that does 
shown a proper patriotic spirit. This is not absolve the Government Department 
not a question of patriotism at all. It is | that brings forward a Bill of this kind 
a very cheap kind of patriotism to take from the necessity of giving the persons 
other people’s land. It is desirable that who are affected ample notice. In this 
impediments should not be thrown in the | case there was no notice whatever until 
way of the Government in making our | the Bill was brought into your Lordships’ 
‘forces sufficiently strong for all purposes House. The Bill, as my noble friend 
required, but I protest against our being | said, was read a first time before the 
thereby debarred from looking into | Whitsuntide holidays. It was read a 
‘the nature of the Bills brought in.| second time the Friday after we re- 
I should very much prefer that such Bills | assembled, and it passed through all its 
should be of a temporary nature, so | stages during the ensuing week, and was 
cthat Parliament may from time to time | read a third time on the Thursday follow- 
have an opportunity of revising them and | ing. During that time it was impossible 
of seeing whether their continuance is | for anyone in the country to know what 
necessary. I cannot, of course, anticipate | was going on. I earnestly hope that in 
what may be the decision of the other | future, at any rate, it may be a warning 
House, but I hope, at all events, that the | to public Departments that in matters of 
-course the noble Earl has taken will cause | this kind they should give notice in local 
more attention to be paid to the Bill than | newspapers and to local authorities, and 
unfortunately was paid in this House. | not merely in the London Gazette. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES) MEMBERS OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES 
«(The Earl of Morvey): The noble Ear! | RELIEF BILL (8...) 
who brought forward this question | [SECOND READING. ] 
-appealed to me as to whether or not the| Order of the Day for theSecond Reading 
Standing Orders had been broken in the | read. 
passage of this Bill through the House. | 
The usual custom is that when a public} THe DukKEor NORTHUMBERLAND: 
Bill deals with private rights it is referred | My Lords, the object of this Bill is to 
to the Examiners. I must plead guilty | relieve members of county councils and 
-of some negligence in the case of this Bill, | other local authorities from disqualifica- 
which I did not look carefully into. I} tion by reason of absence when such 
have inquired of the officers of the House, | members are serving with the Regular or 
and I am told that Military Manceuvres | Auxiliary forces in South Africa or else- 
Bills have never been referred to| where. When I asked a question of Her 
.the Examiners, and -that they did} Majesty’s Government some weeks ago 


The Earl of Kimberley. 
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925 Cruelty to Wild Animals {9 JuLy 1900} in Captivity Bill. 926 
mn this subject, the Prime Minister} CRUELTY TO WILD ANIMALS IN 
practically admitted the hardship of such CAPTIVITY BILL. 
ases, but suggested that the matter [SEcoND READING.] 


should be put aside for a time until 
in idea could be formed as to the 
juration of the war. I imagine 
hat it is impossible to wait much = sia 
onger if legislation on the subject} Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
sto pass both Houses this session, and, | Lords, I may explain that this Bill passed 
herefore, I have ventured to bring in this through the House of Commons, where it 
Bill, which I trust your Lordships will} was introduced by a private Member, 
read a.second time to-day. The subject without opposition. It is not in the 
nas been before the County Councils As- | proper sense of the term a Bill brought 
sociation, and a resolution was unanimously forward by Her Majesty’s Government, 
passed in favour of such relief being given. and I am only taking charge of it as a 
[ may also say that I have heard from | person interested in the subject. I am 
the Association of Poor Law Unions | sure the Bill is one which will commend 
expressing approval of the measure, and I | itself to your Lordships. Existing 
hope that it may become law. | statutes for the prevention of cruelty to 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 





een M lponpgeser (with the exception of one relating 
ove at the bi e now read | ivisecti i A 
} a time” AT he Dub iF ia | t0 vivisection) include only domestic 
a second time.”—(The Duke of Northum-| animals, i.e. those animals which, by their 
berland.) nature, are accustomed to mankind. Wild 
Rant SPENCER: Mv Lorde I entirel animals in captivity, and animals which 
ARL SPENCER: My Lords, I entirely | are domesticated although not domestic 
. a: . es oO " ? 
agree as to the desirability of relieving | and animals which have not been sufi- 
Doe ee ee 
8 r é Service é the use of man, are still without 
from the penalty of losing their seats ;| protection from paar cruelty as falls 
but I think some limit should be inserted, | short of actual maiming or wounding. 
otherwise the Bill might be taken to|'T > animals it is iec 
gh . o these animals it is the object of the 
include officers serving in India for ten | Bill to extend protection. Animals in a 
rears, and this would mean serious incon- menagerie are, I understand, in training 
renience to local authorities. often subject to great cruelty. Perhaps 
Te LORD PRIVY SEAL (Vise your Lordships may recollect an incident 
P HE 7, L | sates i oe which called the attention of the public 
UROSS): My Lords, on behalr of the is subie fer Yr 
aris bone ar Winesd i taknde Saran to this subject. I refer to the cruelty 
u0tal overnment Doar ave tO Say | which was inflicted on two elephants at 
oo whey ongtigp ~~ rs Nig bh the Crystal Palace. The elephants them- 
co rep se or the ee ; many oie | selves adopted a course which brought 
co ‘1 con agea Mon Suge Tt or two | the matter prominently before the public. 
k the “ae D k hearse C os to | One elephant mortally injured his keeper, 
isk the noble Duke to put the Committee | and, having broken from his captivity, 
tage down for Monday, so that the Bill | proceeded in a direct line to a house 
nay go before the Standing Committee | occupied by a member of Her Majesty’s 
the next day. Government. The elephant broke into 
+ ry ~] » ", s avast AS apjag 
Tue Duke or NORTHUMBER-| = —* “ ited Se ee 
uAND: In reply to the noble Earl oppo- | Thi Bill . _ mentee rea pone 
‘ite, may say that the Bill has been oe ; lle mis pine naira > a beeen 
. we . : Priya 7 > aris Ss ‘ 3 
drawn with as wide a scope as possible, | “Ue M3 a “E™* thes ™ Ht , cng 
° ° 2$.9 0r- > y ae i ¥ ¢ . a 
lecause I recognised that it would be | Ss-hunting if sh pe wr . q 
much easier to narrow the scope of the pig. anecaier a. incr secgetivienag . ~ sifie 
‘0 . ¢ ‘OCeSS s 
Fill than to extend it. I shall be happy | Qf ™) ae ieee cae i cat h 
to consider any Amendments that may be | CXPetiment, as these are matters wiici 
sigvested " may be open to controversy. Scotland is 
vite excluded, as there are special statutes for 
On Question agreed to; Bill read 2| the prevention of cruelty in that country, 
accordingly, and committed to a Com-| Its only object is to save birds, beasts, 
mittee of the whole House on Monday | fishes, and reptiles, at present unpro- 
next. tected, from unnecessary suffering, wan- 
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927 Desecration in 
tonly or unreasonably inflicted whilst 
they are actually in a state of captivity 
without chance of escape. 


Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.”—(Lord James of Hereford.) 


*Viscount GALWAY: I am glad to 
hear my noble and learned friend say 
that this Bill will not affect sparrow 
shooting and rabbit coursing, which are 
very popular in the North of England ; 
but I think care should be taken in the 
wording, so that it will not be in the 
power of faddists to commence prosecu- 
tions all over the country. 


THE Ear or PORTSMOUTH: I am 
afraid I must disagree with the noble 
Viscount who has just spoken. I regret 
very much that the Bill does not deal 
with rabbit coursing, which, as practised 
in the neighbourhood of many large 
towns, is unmitigated cruelty, without 
any kind of sport about it. I beg to say 
that I shall move an Amendment to insert 
rabbit coursing when the Bill is in Com- 
mittee. 


Tue Eart or MAYO: The objection 
of my noble friend with regard to rabbit 
coursing might apply to stag hunting, 
and that would be a serious matter. 


THe EArt or KIMBERLEY : I hope 
I read the Bill rightly—the noble and 
learned Lord will tell me if I am wrong— 


but it seems to me that the cases men- | 


tioned do not come under the Bill at all, 
because stags and rabbits when let loose 
are not underconfinement. For my part, 


I should be only too delighted to see the | 
entirely | 


hunting of the tame stag 
abolished. I should like to know 
whether worm fishing will not be affected 
by this Bill; the creature is a reptile, and 


in fishing is subject to an appliance which | 


hinders its escape. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 


Earl of Hatspury): I must say I regard | 
this Bill with some apprehension lest in | 


the absence of a precise definition certain 


cruelties may be made to come under | 


the Bill, and thus great annoyance be 
caused. The turning of a fox out ofa 
bag to be hunted is about as cruel a 
performance as any I can imagine. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: With 
reference to the observation of the noble 
Earl, the Earl of Portsmouth, I would 


Lord James of Hereford. 


{LORDS} 
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point out that the Bill comes from the 
House of Commons as an unopposed Bill, 
and that any extension of its provisions 
will imperil its passing during the 
present session. I hope we shall not 
in this case allow the best to be 
the enemy of the good. I have not 
heard one word in the discussion which 
gives any reason why you should provide 
protection for a cat or a dog and 
refuse protection to other animals whose 
freedom has been taken away and who 
are kept in captivity. 


THE Ear or PORTSMOUTH: After 
what the noble and learned Lord has 
| said I shall not persevere in the Amend- 
ment of which I gave notice. 


Yorkshire Churches. 





| On Question agreed to; Bill read 24 
| accordingly, and committed to a Com- 


| mittee of the whole House on Thursday 
| next. 


DESECRATION IN YORKSHIRE 

} CHURCHES. 

| *THE Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF YORK: 
|My Lords, I rise to ask the Lord Chan- 
|cellor whether his attention has been 
called to the proceedings of a gang of 
| disorderly persons who in Yorkshire and 
elsewhere have been entering into churches 
and removing the ornaments and furniture 
of the church, as well as destroying or 
defacing memorials erected in church- 
yards ; and whether there is any law 
under which such persons can be brought 
to justice. I shall not detain your Lord- 
ships many minutes in speaking to this 
question. I regret very much to be 
obliged to bring such a matter before the 
House. I assure your Lordships that I 
| do so, not from any theological standpoint, 
but because it relates to an_ offence 
against property, aggravated by the fact 
that the property belongs to the church. I 
' will illustrate the matter by an occurrence 
‘in my own Giocese. A number of the 
persons to whom I have referred entered 
a church, forcibly removing from it part 
of the ornaments and carrying them off 
towards the railway station. There was 
no attempt at concealment, the orna- 
ments being found in their arms. They 
had with them, I am told, the sub-editor of 
a well-known newspaper, evidently desirous 
ofnotoriety. The persons chiefly interested 
| in that parish very naturally sought means 
of bringing these offenders to justice. 
‘In addition to the injury done to the 
church, there was a still more shocking 


| 
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oitrage in the case of a churchyard, | thinks it proper that he should be invested 
shere they defaced and, to some extent, | with more power than the State itself 
destroyed a memorial which had been} possesses, and, in spite of the rights 
pit up under touching circumstances. | of others, takes upon himself the 
The persons interested in the former| character of an iconoclast and des- 
ase sought legal advice, and were in-|troys what he thinks is an improper 
rmed that there is really no remedy ;| thing to be inachurch. The law is open 
that there is no statute of the realm | to either of them, and it has, I believe, a 
mder which these persons can be brought | remedy for either of them if anything 
i» justice. If so, it is a very serious de-| wrong is done. And I must say, speak- 
get in the law, and I would like to know | ing here, that I can but most earnestly 
tom the Lord Chancellor whether these | deprecate any association of persons who 


Desecration in 


pgal advisers are right or not. 
ie glad if the Lord Chancellor is able to 
ell me they are not right, and that there 


saremedy. If not, it seems these crimi- | 


als cannot be punished, and may go all 
wer the country perpetrating similar 
nitrages without being brought to justice. 


[earnestly trust a remedy may be found | 


fnone exists. Iam the more eager to 


have an answer because, if there is no 
remedy, there will be a danger of serious | 
conflicts between the proper guardians of | 
church property and these intruders who 

come and carry away and destroy it. 


THE Eart or HALSBURY: 


my theological view of this 


lesirous of doing the same. It would be 


extremely undesirable in one called upon | 


0 preside over the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council, to which all questions 


df the sort at which the most reverend | 


wrelate glanced ultimately come, to ex- 
press any view adverse to or in favour of 


jersons who may be supposed to be | 
ictuated by religious zeal on the one side | 
I hope I may be permitted | 


or the other. 
to disclaim any partiality for people who 


sort to outrage and violence, whether 
It is, of course, | 


on one side or the other. 
impossible not to know that very serious 
questions may arise, which, of course, 
may lead to serious breaches of the peace 
unless the law is put in force as far as it 
an be against these disturbers of the 
peace. I have no sympathy with either. 
[ have no sympathy with a clergyman 
who thinks proper to assume to himself 
the power of the State, and to make a 
hawl in a church in forbidding a marriage 
which Parliament has authorised, and 
which he has no authority or power to 
prevent, but which he can make disagree- 
able to the persons about to be married 


by making a brawl in the church. Neither | 


have I any sympathy with a layman who 


My | 
Lords, the most rev. Prelate disclaimed | 
ques- | 
‘ion, and I need not say that I am| 


I shall | go about for the purpose of taking the 


|law into their own hands, as they are 
‘from time to time said to do. I am 
astonished to find that anybody suggested 
that such offences as these are not 
already within the law, and that there is 
no remedy. I should have imagined that 
anybody consulted on the subject would 
| have only to refer to an Act of Parliament 
which says that any person who shall 
| maliciously or contemptuously pull down 
tables or otherwise break any altar, or 
spoil crucifixes or crosses in any church 
| or chapel, may be arrested then and there, 
| and may get three months imprisonment 
with hard labour. That is one of the 
remedies, but it is not the only remedy. 
I ought to mention in this view that I 
have received a letter to-day from a gen- 
tleman who signs himself ‘John Kensit.” 
He says that from the most rev. Prelate’s 
question he has reason to suspect that his 
| intention is, by innuendo, to charge him 
and his preachers—the most rev. Prelate 
described them by another name—with 
| certain acts. Mr. Kensit writes— 

“T enclose you a full account of the only 
act we have been guilty of. As to the cross 
and the large wayside crucifix which were 
broken at Hensall, we have nothing to do with 
that. My twelve Wycliffe preachers are ail 
God-fearing men, and we are simply exposing 
priestly lawlessness which his Grace is openly 
| allowing. I trust you will do me this justice.” 

Ido not know what act of justice Mr. 
Kensit alludes to, but I understand he 
means the reading of the letter. I have 
now done him that justice. I am glad he 
disclaims the horrible and sacrilegous out- 
rages on graveyard monuments, which 
were broken in pieces by a number of 
persons. I think I might venture to 
suggest to him and others that when once 
they begin a career of violence it is the 
inevitable result that others will go be- 
yond them. I can only say in answer to 
the question of the most rev. prelate that 
I believe it to be absolutely incorrect to 
say that the law has no remedy for those 
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acts. I believe that, apart from the par- 
ticular Act of Parliament which I have 
quoted, if the magistrates and constables 
will do their duty, it will be easy to put 
down outrages of this description, and I 
hope that in the future they will recog- 
nise the fact that they have the power to 
do it. 


Copyright 


*THE Lorp ArcHeIsHop OF YORK: 
I desire to express my satisfaction to 
the noble and learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack for what he has said, and I can only 
express the hope that the noble and 
learned Lord’s correspondent will read 
the proceedings of the House this after- 
noon. 


*Viscount HALIFAX: My Lords, 
the persons whom Mr. Kensit describes 
as his Wycliffe preachers, and who are 
supposed to be “ God-fearing”” men, have 
done me the honour to visit my parish in 
Yorkshire. They arrived dressed up in 
khaki hats, and one of them was known 
in the village as a disreputable tout who 
haunts racecourses. They went round the 
village followed by a large crowd, and 
were listened to for some little time with 
a kind of contemptuous patience, but 
when they began to abuse me my people, 
who have some regard for me, could bear 
it no longer, and they turned them out 
of the village. This was perhaps the 
best way of treating them. When they 
came into the village they made remarks 
on some crosses in the churchyard, one of 
which I had put up over the grave of 
my chiidren, and said it would not be 
long before they were pulled down. We 
took precautions for some time to prevent 
any damage, but, of course, one cannot 
be protecting churchyards day and night. 
Shortly afterwards a notice appeared in a 
periodical for which Mr. Kensit is re- 
sponsible, in which it was stated, as a 
matter of great congratulation, that a 
large cross put up by a neighbouring 
clergyman had been destroyed at Hens- 
all, and that there was every reason 
to hope that a similar fate would befall 
the cross in the churchyard at Hickleton. 
When people threaten to destroy crosses 
placed in churchyards to commemorate 
the dead, and shortly afterwards those 
crosses are destroyed, it does not require 
any great amount of imagination to dis- 
cover who are responsible for their 
destruction. 


The Karl of Halshury. 


{LORDS} 





Bill. 


COPYRIGHT BILL [n.1.}. 
[COMMITTEE. ] 


Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee, read. 


*Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, in 
moving that the House do resolve itself 
into Committee on this Bill, I would point 
out that this is the third session in which 
| a comprehensive literary copyright Bill 
| has been before a Select Committee of 
| this House, and that the Bill is, therefore, 
| the product of three years consideration, 
| Witnesses have been examined this year 
}as on former occasions, and many writ- 
| ten suggestions have been considered, but 
| 





no very serious alterations have been 
made in the Bill, and with one exception 
| it is not necessary to refer to any altera- 
| tion. That exception is as to abridgments, 
| Some of the scientific societies seemed to 
think that the publication of their reports 
might be affected. The Select Committee 
| have put in an addition to sub-section (5) 
| of Clause 4 to the effect that fair extracts, 
/not only when made for the purposes of 
|a new work, or of criticism, as the clause 
| first stood, but also in the course of re- 
| porting scientific information, shall not 
constitute an infringement of copyright. 
I hope that sub-section will remove any 
{doubts that the scientific world may 
feel as to the justice of this measure, and 
| they will see that there is no prospect of 
| injustice to them arising out of it. When 
‘this Bill was introduced the Colonial 
| Office suggested that this Bill, being 
different from that of last session, would 
'have to be sent again to the Colonies 
|for approval. But there is no reason, 
|I think for doing so ; there is only 
one clause in the Bill which affects the 
colonies, and that is one which they very 
much desire. It is intended to remedy a 
| grievance from which Canada has suffered 
| particularly for many years. As the law 
now stands, an English edition of a copy- 
‘right work may be _ introduced into 
| Canada to flood the market there, and to 
| oust editions of English works that are 
| published in Canada, but Canadians cannot 
introduce their copyright works into the 
United Kingdom. It is proposed to put 
the United Kingdom in precisely the same 
position as the colonies, and to prohibit 
the importation into the colonies of works 
copyrighted in the United Kingdom. 
| There can be no doubt whatever that the 
| colonies, are very strongly in favour of 
this Bill, and there is no reason to refer it 
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House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


(33 Cremation 
to them. A telegram from Ottawa pub- 
lished in Zhe Times on 5th July states 


that— 


“The Copyright Bill stands for Second 
Reading in the House of Commons. Mr. | 
fisher informs me that he has every reason to | 
lelieve it will become law this session. The | 
special Committee of the House tind that the | 
byislation covered by the Bill has been asked | 





The Amendments proposed by the 
Select Committee made. 





Clauses 1 to 4 agreed to. 








pr by 
or the interest of Canadians con- 
erned in copyright and _ publication in 
fanada the Bill is proposed. The Com- 
uittee also find that the protection to Canadian 
wblishers to be obtained by the Bill has the 
ypproval of the Society of Authors in Great 
Zritain and of the British public. The Com- 
nittee state that heretofore there has been 
onstant friction and clashing of interests 
between those interested in copyright in Great 
Britain and those interested in copyright in 
Canada. At the present time we have the 
very satisfactory spectacle of these formerly 
clashing interests expressing themselves in 
harmony. It therefore appears likely that the 
passage of this measure will remove causes of 
difference, will confirm the harmony now 
existing, and will tend to do away with that 
conflict which has been a constant source of 
trouble in copyright legislation for many years 
past.” 


tion and 


Ihave since heard that the Bill has passed 
the Canadian House of Congress, and is 
now before the Senate, who will certainly 
pass it, 
nake a law for exclusive copyright, will 


ibviate the raising of difficult questions | 


letween the colony and the mother 
ountry. It is not only Canada that has 
expressed approval of this Bill as it now 
tands. There was a Congress of the 
Chambers of Commerce of the British 
Empire held in London on 30th June. 
At that Congress it was moved by Mr. 
teorge N. Morang, and seconded by the 
Hon. Thomas Fergus, of New Zealand— 


“Whereas the various Copyright Acts 
throughout the Empire are unnecessarily com- 


the Canadian Authors’ Society and | 
(anadian goa and on their representa- | 


This Bill, by enabling Canada to | 


jlicated and vexatious to certain dependencies, , 


and whereas it is now contemplated to con- 
vlidate the same by a Bill now before the 
House of Lords, Resolved, therefore, that 


measure, Whereby the colonies are empowered 
to legislate for exclusive copyright, and 
law. 

Therefore, my Lords, [ scarcely think it 
wn be possible for Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to allege that they are acting in 
conformity with the wishes of the colonies 


if they do not give every facility for the | 
passing of the Bill through Parliament | 
| 


this session. 


] * See page 759 of this volume. 


Clause 5 :— 

Lorp BURGHCLERE said he had 
been asked by many eminent dramatic 
writers to put cown Amendments to 
Clause 5, which they feared would preju- 
dice their interests in the performing 
rights of their dramatic works ; but as he 
regarded the Bill on the whole as a very 
valuable measure, and should not like to 
injure the prospects of its passing, he 
would not move the Amendments ; but, 
if necessary, would have them moved in 
another place. 


Clause agreed to. 


Remaining clauses agreed to ; Standing 
Committee negatived; the Report of 
Amendments to be received To-morrow, 


CREMATION BILL [H.1.]. 
(THIRD READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Third 
Reading read. 





Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.”—(Lord Monkswell.) 


Lorp BELPER: I have consulted the 
Local Government Board on the point 
which was raised at the last stage by the 
noble Earl the Chairman of Committees.* 
They think that, on the whole, it is not 
likely that any inconvenience will arise 
on the point mentioned, and therefore 
they do not think any Amendment 
necessary. 


THe EArt oF MORLEY: The noble 


ia , | Lord has shown me the Memorandum of 
this Congress declares its approval of such | p 


the Local Government Board on the point, 
and I am perfectly satisfied with it. 


tamnestly trusts that it may speedily become 
rr) | 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 3¢ 
| . 
‘accordingly, and passed, and sent to the 
| Commons. 
House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes past Seven of the 


clock, till To-morrow, half- 
past Ten of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. {PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 

| ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN. 

Monday, 9th July, 1900. | a ee 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 

Morley Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords] 

(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 

Education Board Provisional Order 

Confirmation (London) Bill [Lords]. 

Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 

Bill [ Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Bills 


second time To-morrow. 


be read a 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. ‘SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on 
tue First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :— 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 

(No. 7) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have not been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 

Workington Railways and Docks Bi!) 

[Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred 


to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


MILITARY MANCEUVRES BILL [Lords] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
| THERETO NOT COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 





| Report from one of the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred under an Order 
of the House of the 5th day of this instant 
July, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have not been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 
Military Manceuvres Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Lords Amendments to Commons 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


LATIMER ROAD AND ACTON RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 
Lords Amendment considered, and 


agreed to, 
HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 

Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 

CORK ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL 

{ Lords]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 

COVENTRY CORPORATION BILL. 

As amended, considered. 

A Clause added. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 





and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
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Private Bill 
third time.—(Mr. 


937 
be now 
Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 





read the 


DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


EXMOUTH URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


FALKIRK CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL [Lords]. 


Not amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


HASTINGS CORPORATION BILL. 

As amended, considered. 

A Clause added. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(Mr. Cald- 
well.) 

Queen’s consent signified. Bill read 
the third time, and passed. 


RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


HAMMOND (G. H.) COMPANY BILL 


{ Lords]. 


LONDON AND SAN FRANCISCO BANK 
BILL [Lords]. 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW AND EP- 
PING FOREST RAILWAY (ABANDON- 
MENT) BILL. 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [Lords]. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords]. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 


Business. 


LONDON (ST. LUKE) PROVISIONAL 


ORDER BILL. 


LONDON (SOUTHWARK) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
third time To-morrow. 


EDINBURGH (HOUSING OF THE 
WORKING CLASSES) IMPROVEMENT 
SCHEME PROVISIONAL ORDER. 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 

made by the Secretary for Scotland under 

Part I. of the Housing of the Working 

Classes Act, 1890, relating to the City 

and Royal Burgh of Edinburgh, ordered 

to be brought in by the Lord Advocate 
and Mr. Anstruther. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 193A be 
suspended, and that the Bill be read the 
first time.—(The Lord Advocate.) 


EDINBURGH (HOUSING OF THE 
WORKING CLASSES) IMPROVEMENT 
SCHEME PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order made 
by the Secretary for Scotland under Part 
I. of The Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, 1890, relating to the City 
and Royal Burgh of Edinburgh,” pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first 
| time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
| printed. [Bill 288.] 





PAISLEY WATERWORKS PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER. 
| Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
‘under The Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 
1892, relating to Paisley Waterworks, 
| ordered to be brought in by the Lord 
Advocate and Mr. Anstruther. 
| Ordered, That Standing Order 1934 be 
| suspended, and that the Bill be read the 
| first time.—(The Lord Advocate). 
| 
| PAISLEY WATERWORKS PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order under 
The Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, 
|relating to Paisley Waterworks,” pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 


printed. [Bill 289.] 














Private Bill 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP J). 

Colonel GUNTER reported from the 
Committee on Group J of Private Bills, 
That Major Jameson, one of the Members 
of the said Committee, was not present 
during the Sitting of the Committee this 
day. 

Ordered, That Major Jameson do at- 
tend the Committee on Group J of Private 
Bills upon Wednesday next, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 
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Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 


(Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland, Pen- | 


rith): I have to call the attention of the 
House to an irregularity which has been 
committed in one of the Private Bill Com- 
mittee rooms this morning, and to ask the 
House to validate the proeeedings of the 
Committee notwithstanding that irregu- 
larity. Under Standing Order 118 it is 
necessary, before an hon. Member can 
serve upon a Private Bill Committee, that 
he should sign a declaration to the effect 
that neither he nor his constituents are 
personally interested in the Bill coming 
before the Committee. When Group J 
met this morning, only three out of 
the four appointed Members were 
present, the fourth not being in 
attendance and not having signed his 
declaration. It then became a question 
for the Chairman of the Committee 
whether they should proceed with the 
Bill or not. 
that no such Committee shall proceed to 


business until the declaration shall have | 


been signed by each of the said Members, 
but, as all the parties were present, the 
Committee decided, in the generalinterests 
of the progress of the private business, to 
proceed. 
what I ask the House to do is to validate 
the proceedings, notwithstanding that the 
Standing Order has been broken. With 
regard to the future, I do not ask the 
House to come to any decision. 
ask is that the proceedings of this par- 


{COMMONS} 


The Standing Order says | 


They therefore proceeded, and | 


All I. 





Business. 


940 
the said Committee had failed to sign his 
Declaration in accordance with Standing 


Order 118.—(The Chvirmon of Ways and 
Means.) 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


DURHAM (COUNTY OF) ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 

| Reported from the Select Committee 

/on Electric Power Bills, with Amend- 

ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and 

to be printed. 


SOUTH WALES ELECTRICAL POWER 
DISTRIBUTION BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
on Electric Power Bills, with Amend- 
| ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and 
| to be printed. 
LANCASHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
| Reported from the Select Committee 
!on Electric Power Bills, with Amend- 
| ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and 
| to be printed. 
| 
| ELECTRIC POWER BILLS (SELECT 
| COMMITTFE). 
| Sir ANDREW SCOBLE reported from the 
Select Committee on Electric Power Bills, 
| That at the meeting of the Committee 
| this day a letter was received from Sir 
James Kitson, one of the Members of the 
said Committee, stating that he was 
unable on account of urgent business to 
| attend the Committee this day. 





Report to lie upon the Table. 


Sir ANDREW SCOBLE reported from the 
Select Committee on Electric Power 
| Bills, That, for the convenience of 

parties, the Committee had adjourned till 
| Thursday, at Three of the clock. 
| Report to lie upon the Table. 


HEMPSTEAD CORPORATION 
(WATER) BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
_ to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


| HEMEL 


ticular Committee to-day shall be made | 


valid notwithstanding the fact that one 


Member who was appointed to be present | 


had not signed the declaration when the 
Committee sat. I beg to move. 


Ordered, That the Proceedings of the | 
Committee, this day, on Group J of 


| NORTH METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC 
POWER SUPPLY BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). 
Mr. ALEXANDER HARGREAVES BROWN 


Private Bills, be deemed to be, and he, | reported from the Committee on Group D 


valid notwithstanding that a Member at jo Private Bills, That Mr. Murnaghan, 
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941 Returns, {9 JuLy 1900} Reports, Ee. 942 
one of the Members of the said Committee, | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
was not present during the sitting of the CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Committee this day. Petitions in favour, from Cornwath ; 
Monifieth ; Fraserburgh; Fearn; Long- 
forgan ; Duffus ; Paisley ; Mortlock ; and 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table. 
That they have agreed—to Pier and | oy; STN 7 ‘THSHIRE 
Sey NDA LOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill, sar Pak BILL. ip ra 
without amendment. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Grays ; Thur- 
That they have agreed to Amendments | rock; Southend-on-Sea; Leamington 

to—Wirral Railway Bill [Lords], East Stir- | (two); and Alborough ; to lie upon the 

lingshire Water Bill [Lords], Lincoln Cor- | Table. 

poration (Tramways) Bill [Lords], Shef- 

field District Railway Bill [Lords], without 

amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, | ERE Aas ae ror 


“An Act for authorising the Costa Rica | _—— 
Railway Company, Limited, to borrow | 
further moneys and to make provision in | PUBLIC RECORDS. 
reference thereto; and for other pur-| Copy presented, of Sixty-first Annnal 
poses.” Costa Rica Railway Company, | Report of the Deputy Keeper [by Com- 
Limited, Bill {Lords}. | mand]; to lie upon the Table. 

And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to| .. e ess he 
amend and extend the Memorandum of | cic ANTRELAND) sceiamcinss 
Association of the Buenos Ayres and | C ? d . f j Criminal 1 
Rosario Railway Company, Limited, with | J ait P ocnevey e I. , epee Se 
reference to the acquisition. of railways ; | 14 -— oe comand ial : ms ta 
and for other purposes.” Buenos Ayres | 899. Part II. Civil Statistics [by Com- 


and Rosario Railway Bill [Lords], | mene) 5 ip ae oe Se 





COSTA RICA RAILWAY CoMPANY, | _ FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 
LIMITED, BILL [Lords]. | Copy presented, of Reports on the 
a State of the Markets for Scottish-cured 
BUENOS AYRES AND ROSARIO RAIL-| Herrings on the Continent and in the 
WAY BILL [Lords]. | United States of America [by Command]; 
Read the first time; and referred to | to lie upon the Table. 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private | 
Bills. | POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Accounts presented, of all Deposits re- 
ceived and paid during the year ended 
EM n 3lst December, 1899, and of the Sums 
aaa received and paid by the National Debt 
ii |Commissioners on account of the Fund 
for the Post Office Savings Banks in the 
same year [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 262.] 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from North Berwick, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS _— Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Petition from Rochdale, for alteration ;| Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
to lie upon the Table. 2471 to 2473 [by Command] ; to lie upon 


Bed os | the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO) 


_ CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
Petitions in favour, from Alborough ; SERIES). 


Leamington ; Guildford; Guisborough; Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Southend-on-Sea (eight) ; Grays; Thur-| Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
rock ; Newcastle-in-Emlyn ; and Ber-| No. 531 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
mondsey ; to lie upon the Table. | Table. 





943 Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 944 


EAST INDIA (INOCULATION AGAINST! Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
CHOLERA AND TYPHOID). Regis): Is there any question of financial 

Return presented, relative thereto | guarantee ? 

[Address 29th June ; Sir Charles Cameron); | 

to lie upon the Table. Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 

' Can the right hon. Gentleman state the 

PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY | date at which the request was made ? 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Intermediate Education (Ireland). — Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): What has 
Account of Receipts and Expenditure pone the cause of the delay in the de- 
for 1899, with the Report of the Comp- | spatch of Japanese troops ? 
troller and Auditor General thereon [by 
Act] to be printed. [No. 263.] 





Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): He may 
not answer. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | 
(No. 2) BILL. BRITISH NAVAL AND MILITARY RE- 
Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- | INFORCEMENTS FOR CHINA. 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained| Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
in the Provisional Orders included in the | W.R., Barnsley): 1 beg to ask the Under 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) | Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 








Bill.”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 

Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
264.] 


QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
CO-OPERATION OF JAPAN IN 
SUPPRESSING DISTURBANCES. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Eeclesall): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can now state the 
reply of the Japanese Government to the 
request of Her Majesty’s Government 
that Japan should undertake the relief of 
the Legations and the suppression of the 
disturbances in Northern China; and 
whether Her Majesty’s Government have 
offered to guarantee Japan protection at 
sea, if necessary, during such a campaign. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : The 
Japanese Government have stated that 
reinforcements, bringing up the number 
of their troops in China to 20,000, will 
be sent as rapidly as possible. One 
battalion and three batteries of artillery 
started for Ta-ku on Friday last. No 
application for such a guarantee as is re- 
ferred to in the second question has been 
made by Japan, and no question of giving 
one has arisen. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : Can 
the right hon. Gentleman state what day 
the Indian troops will arrive at Ta-ku ? 


| whether, in view of the grave situation in 
|China, Her Majesty’s Government are 
| arranging to further augment our naval 
and military forces there in addition to 
the increases already announced to the 
House. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Considerable rein- 
forcements both in men and ships are on 
the way, and Her Majesty’s Gevernment 
are quite prepared to take any action 
rendered necessary by the situation. 


SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE. 
Mr. DALZIEL: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether it is in- 
tended to propose a Supplementary Esti- 
mate or a Vote on Account in connection 
with the expedition to China. 


THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Yes, Sir; it will be necessary to 
| take a Supplementary Vote. 


LATEST NEWS FROM CHINA. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
whether there is any news from China. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The accounts from 
Peking received through native sources 
which have been already published, show 
that the resistance of the Legations to 
the attacks made on them have madea 
great impression on the assailants, and 
there are grounds for hoping that Prince 
Ching, the late head of the Tsung 
Yamen, is exercising influence to protect 
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the Legations against Prince Tuan and 
the Boxers. The reports from Tientsin 
show that further fighting may be ex- 
pected there at any moment, but no 
doubt is expressed that the allied 
forces will maintain their position. The 
Japanese reinforcements are due at Ta-ku 
immediately, and the Indian troops will 
begin to arrive in China at the end of the 
week, Matters are at present quiet on 
the Yang-tsze, but further naval force 
is being moved up so as to be prepared 
for any calls for the maintenancé of 
order. 


Questions. 


WAR MATERIAL SUPPLIED TO CHINA 
FROM ENGLAND AND GERMANY. 


COLONEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 


tary of State for War whether he has any | 


knowledge as to the number of guns and 
the quantity of ammunition which have 
been exported from this country to China 
since the war between China and Japan ; 
and whether he has any information as to 
the purchases of munitions of war which 
China has recently been making in Euro- 
pean countries. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpHam, 
Dover): Yes, Sir. Seventy-one guns of 
position with 11,740 rounds of ammuni- 
tion; 123 field guns with 49,400 rounds 
of ammunition ; and 297 machine guns 
with 4,228,400 rounds of ammunition 
have been supplied to China since 1895 | 
from firms in this country. 460,000 
Mauser rifles and 3,000,000 rounds of 
ammunition were supplied to China last 
year by a German firm. I may say that 
the figures as to the supplies from this 


country are not exhaustive, because the | 


hon. Gentleman’s question related to 
guns. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say what amount of 
the war material this country has sup- 
plied to the South African Republics 4 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): What was the amount of ammuni- 
tion and guns supplied by Birmingham | 
firms 4 


[No answer was returned. ] 
SUNDAY PUBLICATION OF DE- | 
SPATCHES AT POST OFFICES. | 
CoLtonEL MILWARD (Stratford-upon- | 
Avon): I beg to ask the First Lord of | 


$45 


y 1900} 


the Admiralty whether, in view of the 
deep interest taken in the Chinese crisis, 
he will, in conjunction with the Post- 
master General, issue a Sunday telegram 
to the post offices throughout the United 
Kingdom when there is important news 
to communicate. 


Questions. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): Such an arrangement 
as the hon. and gallant Member suggests 
shall be made. 


NAVAL OFFICERS QUALIFIED AS 
INTERPRETERS. 

*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty if he will state the rank of 
the two officers who are qualified in- 
terpreters in Russian, of the three officers 
who are so qualified in French, and of the 
two officers qualified in German languages, 
| now serving on Her Majesty’s ships on 
| the China Station. 
| 
| Mr. GOSCHEN: The rank of the 
officers qualified as interpreters is as 
| follows :—In Russian, Lieutenant, R.N. ; 
in French, Captain, Commander, 
Lieutenant, R.N.; in German, Surgeon, 
Staff Paymaster, R.N. 





SOUTH AFRICAN WAR-—SIR W. BUT- 
LER AND SIR A. MILNER—PUBLICA- 
TION OF DESPATCHES. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the correspondence between Sir 
William Butler and the War Office and 
the Colonial Office, and the correspond- 
ence between Sir William Butler and Sir 
Alfred Milner before Sir William Butler’s 
recall from the Cape command, will be 
included in the documents relating to 
public affairs in South Africa, whose 
publication has been promised within a 
fortnight from 5th July. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman will look back at some full 
answers I gave earlier in the session, I 
think he will be satisfied without pressing 


| the question further. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman recollect what 
answer he gave? That it was in the 
discretion of-—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 








947 Questions. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
in the publication of despatches and 
documents relating to political affairs in 
South Africa which will, according to his 
promise, be published within a fortnight 
from 5th July, will be included the minute 
or despatch or communication sent home 
by Sir William Butler, when commander 
of the forces in South Africa and acting 
governor of Cape Colony, in which he set 


forth his views of the military situation, | 
of the forces required to be employed in | 


the event of the outbreak of hostilities 
with the South African Republics, and 
the disposition which should be given to 
those forces. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This question 
is, of course, covered by the answer I have 
just given. 


ROODEVAL ENGAGEMENT—CAPTURE 
OF THE DERBYSHIRES. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 


the First Lord of the Treasury if he can | 
state why the account, which for some | 


time has been in the possession of the 


War Office, giving the details of the | 
surrender of the 4th Battalion of the | 


Derbyshire Regiment, has been withheld 
from publication. Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say that this is covered also 
by the answer he refers to ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not by that 
answer, but by another answer | have 
given. Ihave given a general reply on the 
subject of despatches, and that general 
reply covers particular cases. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman give me a particular 
reply in reference to this ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


ARRANGEMENTS AT THE 
FOSTER’S SUGGES. 


MEDICAL 
FRONT—SIR W. 
TIONS. 

Sir JAMES KITSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Colne Valley): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he will 
consent to lay upon the Table of the 
House a copy of the correspondence 
which passed between the hon. Mem- 
ber for Ilkeston and the War Depart- 
ment in relation to medical and sanitary 
arrangements at the Cape. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 948 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
| objection to laying the correspondence on 
| the Table. 


| 
| 


| NATAL CORRESPONDENCE ON 
CENSORSHIP. 

| Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : I 
| beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will grant the Return relating 
| to Natal Correspondence, which is on the 
| Notice Paper to-day. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
‘objection to the Return if the hon. 
' Gentleman asks for it. 


'MARTIAL LAW—COLESBERG CASES. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether two persons, named 
| Van der Valt and Boogsen, were recently 
| tried and convicted by a court-martial at 
Colesberg, in Cape Colony. Could he 
state to the House with what offence or 
offences they were charged, what were 
the sentences imposed by the court- 
martial, and did the Attorney General of 
'the colony report against the justice of 
the conviction in either or both of these 
cases. Have the sentences been since 
reduced, and by what authority and on 
what grounds ; and can he say whether 
military tribunals are still taking cog- 
nisance of offences against the criminal 
law of the colony, notwithstanding that 
the ordinary courts of the country are 
and have for some time been open. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
|THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The question seems to 
| be addressed to me under a misapprehen- 
sion that there has been a difference 
between the civil legal authority and the 
| military. I am not aware that there has 
| been any such difference. The question 
therefore concerns the proceedings of the 
military authorities in a district in which, 
| with the concurrence of the Civil Govern- 
|ment, martial law has been proclaimed, 
‘and would more properly have been 
addressed to the Under Secretary of 
State for War. But as a matter of 
courtesy to the right hon. Gentleman, I 
have ascertained that the two persons 
named were tried for rebellion and 
sentenced to five and ten years penal 
‘servitude respectively. I understand 
that the sentences were afterwards re- 
| duced on the recommendation of the 
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Deputy Judge Advocate (General, and, I | Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Ihave just 
assume, by the military authorities. As | said that I am not aware that that has 
regards the fourth question, I am in-| happened. 
formed that military tribunals are not 
now taking cognisance of offences against | ANNEXATION OF THE TRANSVAAL 
the criminal law of the colony. IN 1877—CLAIMS UNDER SIR THEO- 
PHILUS SHEPSTONE’S PROCLAMA- 
BRITISH PRISONERS RELEASED AND | TION. p 
STILL CAPTIVE. Sirk MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I| GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
for War if he will consider the expediency | whether his attention has been called to 
of arranging for the publication of a list | the fact that on the annexation of the 
of the names of the officers and men | Transvaal in 1877 a proclamation was 
recently prisoners of war at Pretoria, |issued by Sir Theophilus Shepstone 
indicating those who have rejoined their | stating that all claims against the late 
regiments and those who are in hospital ; Government would be acknowledged by 
and can he arrange to publish a list of | Her Majesty’s Government, and paid out ; 
officers and men still in the hands of the | Whether he is aware that among those 
Boers, giving such information as to their | whose claims were to be so recognised 
probable whereabouts as may be avail-| there were a number of volunteers who 
able. formed a border force for the protection 
of the frontier against the raids of the 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: Most of the names | Chief Sekukuni, and who were promised, 
of the officers and men released atin lieu of the unpaid balance of their 
Pretoria have been published, and the | allowances, a farm of 4,000 morgen north 
remainder will be published as soon as | and north-west of the Zulu mountains ; 
they reach the War Office.: the further | and whether he will take the matter now 
information alluded to by the hon. Mem- | into his consideration with the view of 
ber has not been supplied, and would be | 81vng effect to the pledges conveyed by 
very difficult to obtain. Lists of some of | the proclamation, as the claims in ques- 
the officers and men still in the hands of | tion have never been granted. 
the Boers, and all available information, me P 
have been published. Endeavours are| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The pro- 
being made to secure the names of the | clamation of Sir Theophilus Shepstone of 
rest. | 12th April, 1877, contained a general 
| promise of this character. I regret that 
CAPE ATTORNEY GENERAL AND |I have not been able yet to trace the 
SIR A. MILNER. detailed records of these claims, and I am 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to not therefore in a position to express any 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies | opinion. The claims were regarded as 
whether since the gentleman filling for | settled in 1877, according to the Report 
the time being the post of Attorney | publishea in Parliamentary Paper C. 2144, 
General at the Cape is, under the provi-| page 378. 
sions of the Cape Constitution Act, a 
member of the Cape Cabinet, the Governor } TREATMENT OF DISCHARGED SOL- 
of the Cape is responsible to the Colonial) DIERS—CASE OF PRIVATE WEIR. 
Uilice for the rejection of advice offered) Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
to him on matters of law by a minister | I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
responsible for that advice to the Cape for War whether the War Office has 
Legislature. received a letter from the Enniskillen 
Board of Guardians complaining that 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: This is a| Private R. Weir, of the 27th Inniskilling 
hypothetical question, and the supposi-| Fusiliers, who was engaged at the front in 
titious fact on which it is based has not, | South Africa, has been sent home disabled 
40 far as I am aware, arisen. for life, and is now in Enniskillen work- 
1 | house and chargeable on the rates for the 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has not | rest of his life ; and whether it is proposed 
Sir Alfred Milner overruled the decision | to give Weir a pension to enable him to 
of the Cape Attorney General 4 | support himself, 











951 Questions. 


The following questions on the same 


subject also appeared on the Paper :— 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: To ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
what explanation has the War Office to 
give for the removal from Netley Hos- 
pital of Private Robert Weir, of the 27th 


Inniskilling Fusiliers, who had served 


with his regiment all through the Natal 


campaign, and was sent home in an en- | - ‘ : 
f | occasionally intermittent, and a man may 


feebled state of body and mind, and o 
the deportation, of this soldier, who is 
without a pension and has received no 
gratuity, to the workhouse at Ennis- 


killen, where he is at present a paper 


inmate. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): Toask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the attention of the War 
Office has been called to the transfer of 
Private R. Weir, 27th Inniskilling Fusi- 
liers, wounded in South Africa, from 
Netley Hospital to the Enniskillen work 


house ; whether this has been done under | 


the order or regulations of the War Office ; 
and whether the War Office will take 
steps to make a more suitable provision 
for wounded and disabled soldiers, either 


by special vote for this purpose or by | 


arranging for the application of part of 
the Mansion House or other funds for the 
relief of such cases. 


Mr. CHANNING: Before 
Gentleman replies may I ask his attention 


to the practical suggestions in my ques- | 


tion ¢ 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the most 
convenient course will be to answer the 
three questions together. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: No. I will 
ask the hon. Gentleman to answer mine 
separately. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The man referred | 


to is evidently Private Robert Weir, of 
the Royal Irish Fusiliers, who was inva- 
lided home from South Africa as a lunatic. 
It was certified by the medical officer who 
examined Weir that his madness was not 
the result of Army service ; and therefore 
under the regulations no pension can be 
given to him. 
receive him, and in accordance with the 
Army Act he was ‘handed over to his 
parish authorities, who are alone respon- 
sible for his treatment. 
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Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): How long was this private in the 
Army ? Did the doctor pass him as sane 
when he enlisted 4 


| *Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. Mem. 


| ber means did the doctoi pass him as 
| sane on coming back from the Reserve, it 
| is, I confess, a matter which requires in- 
| vestigation. Lunacy, I may point out, is 
| be subject to recurring fits at any 
| moment. 


| Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Could not 
a sum of money be voted from public 
| funds for the relief of this man ? 
| *Mr. WYNDHAM : I do not think the 
hon. Member quite sees the point. When 
/a man, whether or not he be in the Army, 
| is a lunatic he has to be put under proper 
| supervision in some asylum. If that man 
|is in possession of a pension from the 
Chelsea Hospital Commissioners, a portion 
|is diverted to the funds of the asylum. 
| When he has none, of course there is no 
/money to go to the asylum. 


| Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Cannot 
| the ratepayers of this particular union be 
‘relieved of the liability for his support 
| by a grant of money from one of the 
/many War Funds? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: That depends upon 
| whether the lunacy is attributable to ser- 
| Vice in the Army. If it is decided it is 
| not, as in this case, then no pension can 
| be granted, and the charge falls on the 
| parish. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is it a fact 
| that this man was wounded in the war, 
and is at present a pauper inmate of a 
lunatic asylum ? 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Was 
he medically inspected before he em- 
barked for South Africa ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. I may 
add that he was not wounded. The hon. 
Gentleman is under a misapprehension as 
to that. 


His friends were unable to | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has the 
| War Office not received a protest from 
‘the board of guardians in reference to 
| this man being a charge on the rates ! 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
proceeding to argue the question, which, 
as it appears on the Paper, has been fully 
answered. If he wishes to put a further 
question he can give notice of it. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: The first 
paragraph of my question has never been 
answered. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware 
that a protest has been received ; but it 
would not touch the facts of the question. 
The Chelsea Hospital 
have power to give money in certain 
eases, but this is not one which comes 
within the category of cases to which they 
are permitted to vote money. 


Commissioners | efficient corps in the metropolis. 
| Secretary of State has full confidence in 
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| and what has been his connection, if any, 

with provincial Volunteer corps, which 
| form a large proportion of the Volunteer 
| force. 


Questions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Captain Engle- 
| heart, Royal Welsh Fusiliers, has been 
| selected for this appointment. Past ser- 
vice as an adjutant of an important 
Volunteer corps was regarded as a neces- 
sary qualification for the position. The 
officer selected has filled that position for 
four years in one of the largest and most 


The 


the selection he has been advised to 
make. I may add that Volunteer officers 
of all corps have free access to General 





BOER EXPEDITION, 1884-5—MEDALS., 

CotoneEL WYNDHAM MURRAY) 
(Bath) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary | 
of State for War whether, in view of the | 
fact that medals have recently been given | 
to the survivors of those who took part 
in the expedition against raiders into 
Canada in 1866, also in the Red River 
Expedition in 1870, as well as those of 
more recent date, such as the late ex- 
pedition in Ashanti, the Government will 
consider the claim of those troops who 
took part in the expedition in 1884-5 
against the Boers who raided from the 
Transvaal into Bechuanaland, for which 
successful operations, in which many 
South African troops were engaged, no | 
medal or decoration or special recogni- 
tion of their services was given to the 
troops. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The operations, | 
though successful, were not of a nature 
to justify the grant of a medal or decora- 
tion. 





CoLonEL WYNDHAM MURRAY : 


May I ask the reason ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Shortly, it is that 
there were no really active operations. 
VOLUNTEER DEPUTY ASSISTANT 
ADJUTANT GENERAL. 
Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 


for War whether an adjutant of a metro- 
politan corps has been appointed Deputy 
Assistant Adjutant General for Volunteers 
at the War Office; if so, what are his 
special qualifications for the appointment ; 


Turner, the Inspector General of Auxiliary 
Forces at the War Office. 


ARMY CONTRACTORS AND MILITIA 
AND VOLUNTEER CONTRACTS. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office whether he is 
aware that after certain contractors’ names 
had been struck off the list, commanding 
officers of Militia and Volunteer regiments 
have written letters to these contractors 
stating that they would continue to em- 
ploy them, the contractors, in supplying 
clothing ; and whether immediate and 
suitable action will be taken by the 
Government in such cases. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe -t- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.) : The Secre- 
tary of State has no knowledge of any 
such letters as are referred to in the ques- 
tion. Militia clothing is supplied from 
the Government stores. Officers com- 
manding Volunteer regiments have been 
made aware that the name of Messrs. 
Samuel Brothers has been struck off the 
list of firms with whom the War Office is 
willing to have dealings. The responsi- 
bility of obtaining proper and, serviceable 
supplies, however, is with those officers, 
and the Secretary of State would not 
willingly interfere with tleir discretion in 
the matter. At the same time he does 
not consider it advisable that supplies for 
Volunteers should be obtained from firms 
who have been removed by the War Office 
from its list of contractors on account of 
the very bad quality of the articles 
delivered, 
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*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Am I to understand that the 
Secretary of State does not intend to 


give effect to his own decision, and that | 
officers are to be| 


these commanding 
allowed to employ these contractors 4 
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Mr. GOSCHEN: I can only repeat 
what I have frequently said in reply to 
the questions of hon. Members, that there 
is no intention of adding to the number 
of training ships for the Navy. The 
present number is such as the Naval 


Questions. 


| Service requires. There is no such thing 


*Mr. J. 
have stated that the discretion in the 


matter is with the commanding officers, | 
not | 


and the Secretary of State will 
willingly interfere with their discretion 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Will he do 
so unwillingly 4 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: We 


trust that the commanding officers will 


POWELL - WILLIAMS: I| 


‘involves considerable establishment ex- 





observe the opinion which is expressed 


in answer to the question. | 
| 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Will the | 
list be published of those commanding | 
officers who disregard it ? 


| 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Can the 
hon. Gentleman say whether the Messrs. 
Samuel mentioned are the firm who sold 
boots made out of newspapers ? 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: Is it 
not a fact that Lord Wolseley has been 
handed a list of letters from commanding | 
officers declining to obey the War Office ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I put 
a relevant question? May I ask whether 
it is not the fact that these commanding 
officers expend public money, and has not 
the War Office control over them ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is | 
arguing on the answer. The question on 
the Paper has been fully answered. 


as an inexpensive training ship. It 
penses both ashore and afloat. 


NAVAL COURTS-MARTIAL, 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether the Criminal Evidence Act 
has been applied to courts-martial under 
the Naval Discipline Act, so as to enable 
sailors charged with offences to give evi- 
dence in their own deferce, or whether it 
is intended to withhold from Her 


| Majesty’s Naval Forces this privilege 


which has been extended to civilians and 
soldiers since 1898. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: There has been a 
great objection to change well-established 


| cus.om in the proceedings of Naval courts- 


martial. No steps have yet been taken 


| to apply to them the rules of the Criminal 
| Evidence Act, but I will consult my Naval 
colleagues on the subject. 


LINOLEUM FOR THE NAVY. 
Mr. DALZIEL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he is 
now able to say if a higher standard of 
linoleum will be adopted for use on Her 
Majesty’s fleet ; and whether precautions 
will be taken to ensure that in each case 


|the quality supplied is equal to the 


sample submitted. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, N.) : 


'No complaints have recently been re- 


TRAINING SHIPS—THE 
SCOTTISH COAST. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- | 
ralty whether, in view of the strong local 
feeling recently expressed in favour of 
the establishment of a naval training ship 
at a suitable station upon the west coast of 
Scotland, and to the fact that the nearest 
available training ship station at present 
is Queensferry, he will consider whether 
he can spare at least some inexpensive 
vessel which would serve as a training 
ship for youths of hardy physique and 
inured by the habits and circumstances of 
their lives to seafaring. 


NAVAL 


| granted by Parliament in aid of expenses 





‘ceived as to the description or quality of 


linoleum received, and there is no reason 
to suppose that the quality supplied is 
not equal to the sample submitted. I 
may add that orders have been given for 
trials to be made of a thicker quality of 
linoleum, and it will depend on_ the 
results whether or no such a quality 
should be adopted. 


PARIS EXHIBITION—BRITISH 
SECTION. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, in 
view of the fact that £125,000 has been 
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for the British section of the Paris Ex- 
hibition, is he aware that the 
House, in the Rue des Nations of the Ex- 


hibition, is only open for a few hours | 


during the day, and that visitors have to 
be provided with a special ticket; and 
will he use his influence with the authori- 
ties, so that the general public may be 
able to obtain ready access to the Manor 
House during the hours similar buildings 
are open to the public. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The matter is not, 


me that falls within the province of th» 
Foreign Otfice. Questions of organisation 
in connection with the British section of 
the Paris Exhibition are under the control 


of Colonel Jekyll, C.M.G., the secretary | 


to the Royal Commission. 


GAMBLING IN FUTURES IN GRAIN. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick’s): [) 


beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether, in view of the recent re- 
port from Germany showing how the law 
against gambling in futures in grain 
has operated, the Board of Trade will 
consider the advisability of introducing 
similar regulations regarding options in 
food supplies in this country. 

Tae PRESIDENT or tae BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Reroute, Croydon) : 
There is no intention to introduce legisla- 
tion of the kind referred to in the hon. 
Member’s question. 


THE. SCARCITY OF SPRATS. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade, is 
he aware that there has been a scarcity 


of sprats in the seas adjacent to the | Sper 
Asse ote, | referred to on the ground that knitting 


United Kingdom during the last ten 
years, and can he state what is the cause 
of this scarcity ; and if not, will he take 
steps to inquire into its cause, or will he, | 
without inquiry, introduce _ legislation 
tending to bring the scarcity to an end. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The returns of the | 
quantities of sprats taken from year to. 
year show great fluctuations, owing to | 
many causes, including the state ef the | 
weather, but the returns before 1890 are | 
hot sufficiently complete to enable me to | 
compare the last ten years with the pre- | 
vious ten years. The average annual 


quantity for the five years ending 1899 is | 


in excess of that for the previous five | 
I have no reason to think that an 
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| inquiry would lead to any useful result 
or that legislation on the subject is 
desirable. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman refer this matter 
to the Undersized Fish Bill Committee ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right 
hon. Gentleman has failed to answer the 
part of my question as to the cause of the 
scarcity. He must know what the cause 
is. : 

Mr. 


RITCHIE: The hon. Member is 


quite as likely to know as I am. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is it due 
to the fact that large quantities of 
“sardines” are consumed in this country ? 


THE TRUCK ACT—POSITION OF 
FEMALE WORKERS. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment what steps can be taken in reference 
to a case heard in the Queen’s Bench 
Division at Dublin, last week, in which it 
was held that a woman sock-maker was 
not a workman under the Truck Act; 
whether, by this judgment, the view 
uniformly taken by the Home Office is 


reversed ; whether the judgment will have 


effect in England or Scotland ; and if he 


| will consider whether the Irish decision 


goes beyond the Truck Acts, and affects 
the definitions in the Factory and Work- 


| shop Acts. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuire Ripvey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
The Court of Queen’s Bench Division in 
Ireland, I am informed, decided the case 


was not manual labour within the mean- 
ing of the Truck Act of 1887. If this is 
so, it is contrary to the view upon which 
Truck Acts have hitherto been 
administered, without any similar ques- 
tion, so far as I know, being raised in any 
court. It would also have a very serious 
effect upon the administration of the 
Factory Acts in which similar language is 
used. I regard the question as so serious 
that I propose to consult at once with the 
Law Officers of the Crown as to the 
effect and extent of the decision of 
the Irish Court, and as to the proper 
steps to be taken to secure the effective 
administration of the Truck and Factory 


| Acts. 
2N 
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PROSECUTIONS BY FACTORY 
INSPECTORS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether, by direc- 
tion of the Home Office, female factory 
inspectors have been sent to Donegal on 
several occasions, and have instituted 
legal proceedings against employers in 
poor districts, where, until local industry 
was started, emigration was the only 
resource of the population ; what has been 
the result of those prosecutions, and what 
expense have they and the visits of the 
female inspectors entailed on the State ; 
is he aware that, after the dismissal of a 
recent prosecution under the Truck Act, 
the Government obtained a mandamus to 
compel the magistrates to state a case, 
and the resident magistrate, Mr. Gaussen, 
B.L., put it in his pocket and took it away 
to a town thirty miles off, and wrote from 
thence a letter refusing to return the 
writ to his brother justices ; is he aware 
that when the majority of the magis- 
trates were thus disabled from complying 
with the Queen’s writ, the Crown solicitor, 
without informing the High Court of- the 
facts, applied for a writ of attachment 
against the magistrates for alleged con- 
tempt; and that the magistrates were 
obliged to show cause at great ex- 
pense to themselves, two of them, 
Major Johnson and Mr. Boyle, pro- 
ceeding to Dublin to instruct counsel ; 
is he aware that the Lord Chief Baron, in 
delivering the unanimous judgment of 
the Queen’s Bench refusing the attach- 
ment, declared that he was shocked at 
the conduct of the Crown solicitor, and 
expressed regret that the law did not 
allow costs to be awarded to the justices ; 
and that the High Court subsequently 
decided that the majority of the magis- 
trates were right in dismissing the prose- 
cution under the Truck Act, and awarded 
costs to the defendant therein ; and will 
the justices, whose personal conduct and 
legal decision have now been vindicated, 
be recouped their outlay in resisting the 
Conditional Order for attachment. 


*Srr M. WHITE RIDLEY: The hon. 
Member’s question contains suggestions 
which I cannot accept as an accurate 
representation of the facts of the cases 
referred to. But it is true that, 
owing to the existence of grave abuses 
on the part of employers in some 
parts ot Donegai, it has been found 
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Questions. 


necessary to take proceedings for the 
protection of the women who work for 
them. In some of the cases taken, con- 
victions were obtained and fines imposed, 
The expenses involved are part of the 
ordinary cost of the Factory Department. 
In the case particularly referred to by the 
hon. Member, the Court did not decide 
that the magistrates were right in their 
reasons for dismissing the case : in fact, 
they said they were wrong, and the 
ground upon which the Court dismissed 
the appeal was an entirely different point 
of law, which I have already explained 
in the answer which I have just given to 
the right hon. Baronet. As to that part 
of the question which relates to the 
action of the resident magistrate, the 
Crown solicitor, and the justices, I must 
refer the hon. Member to the Irish 
Government. 

LAW COURTS—PROPOSED 

BUILDINGS. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): I beg toask the First Commissioner 
of Works if he will state the nature of 
the buildings which it is proposed to erect 
on the open space to the west of the Law 
Courts; and whether, considering the 
esthetic and hygienic value of this open 
space, which was laid out at the expense: 
of the late Mr. William Henry Smith, 
any scheme to erect the proposed building 
elsewhere could be favourably considered. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Douatas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): The buildings to be 
erected on the vacant site to the west of 
the Law Courts are four new courts and 
their adjuncts, which will form part of the 
Royal Courts of Justice, and must be in 
structural communication therewith. The 
extension will occupy about one-sixth of 
the area of vacant ground which was 
temporarily laid out as a garden by the 
generosity of Mr. Smith, but was acquired 
and always intended for an extension of 
the courts when needed. As the essential 
object in view in the erection of the 
Royal Courts of Justice was the concen- 
tration of the legal business of the 
country, the Government could not view 
favourably my noble friend’s suggestion 
to erect additional courts elsewhere. 


NEW 


HIGH WYCOMBE POST OFFICE. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
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representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the negotiations that have been proceed- 
ing between the Post Office and the 
authorities of High Wycombe regarding 
the erection of the new post office in a 
convenient position ; and whether, seeing 
that the said authorities agreed to relieve 
the Post Office of the selected site called 
Flint House, and subsequently agreed to 


further conditions required by the Post | 
Office which involved a local contribution | 


of upwards of £1,200, the Postmaster 
General will reconsider the proposal now 


made to the High Wycombe authorities, | 
gh Wy 


calling on them to obtain the extension 
of the lease of the present premises, and 


will proceed with the erection of the new | 


post office on the site chosen without 
delay. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanbury, Pres- 
ton): The attention of the Postmaster 
General has been called to the representa- 
tions made by those who desire that the 
new post office in High Wycombe should 
be placed not at Flint House as autho- 
rised, but in a new street which it is pro- 
posed to form; but after giving the 
fullest consideration to the matter, he has 
decided to proceed with the Flint House 
scheme. Apart from other considerations 
it now appears that while the new street 
cannot be formed for some time, the 
tenancy of the present post office, which 
expires at Michaelmas next, cannot be 
extended, as it was understood it 
would be. 


IRISH LANGUAGE IN IRISH 
NATIONAL SCHOOLS. 

Sim THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
will state what arrangements are to be 
made for the study of the Irish language 
in Irish National schools, and especially 
in the Jrish-speaking districts. 


Mr. FLAVIN: At the same time, may 
[ ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that dissatisfaction exists in certain dis- 
tricts in Ireland owing to the discrepan- 
ties which exist in results in National 
schools between the years 1898 and 1899; 
and whether, owing to the alleged griev- 
ances of National school teachers, he will 
consider the advisability of consulting 
with them as to the fairness of taking an 
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average, as 2 means of ascertaining their 
future salaries, of the years 1897, 1898, 
and 1899 ? 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. BAtrour, Leeds, 
Central): This question has been referred 
to the Board of National Education, and 
Iam informed that a statement to enable 
me to reply to it cannot be sent until 
after their meeting on the 17th instant. 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the teachers be 
consulted before the Board of Education 
come to a decision on the subject ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


DUBLIN NATIONAL MUSEUM—THE 
MIAS TIERNAN. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will make 
inquiry as to the possibility of procuring 
for the National Museum in Dublin the 
Mias Tiernan, now in the custody of the 
Accountant General for Ireland in the 
matter of the Knox Estate. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I understand 
that the historical relic referred to in the 
question is claimed by the executors of 
the late Dr. Knox, whose estate is being 
administered in the Chancery Division of 
the High Court, to be part of the assets 
of the testator. The relic is in the 
custody of the Accountant General pur- 
suant to an order of the judge, who has 
not, so far, made an order for its sale. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
OFFICIALS—SALARIES. 

Sik THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland what steps the 
Government intend to take with reference 
to the increases in the salaries of certain 
county council officials in Ireland made by 
the Irish Local Government Board, and 
which several Irish county councils have 
refused to pay on the grounds that the 
salaries as increased are too high and that 
the views of the county councils in rela- 
tion to these increases have not been 
properly consulted by the Local Govern- 
ment Board ; and will he also say what 
steps are to be taken with reference to 
the qualifications for deputy county sur- 
veyor, fixed by the Local Government 
Board, to which exception has been 
taken. 


2N2 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In every case 
where the county eouncil decline to pay 
their existing officers the amount of the 
allowance determined by the Local 
Government Board under Section 115, 
Sub-section 18, of the Act of 1898 for 
their increased work under the Act, the 
Board intend to make special Orders 
under seal in order to enable these 
officers to recover in a court of law the 
sums to which they are entitled under 
the provisions of the Act referred to. It 
is quite incorrect to say that the councils 
were not consulted with reference to 
these increases, and this assertion is 
chiefly put forward by certain councils 
who took no steps to come to an agree- 
ment with their officers on receipt of the 
Board’s letters inviting their views. I 
may observe that the salaries for new 
assistant surveyors which have been fixed 
by the councils themselves since the 
passing of the Act have, in many cases, 
been equal to the scale fixed by the 
Board. The qualifications fixed for 
assistant surveyors have, I understand, 
been generally approved of. So far only 
one objection has been received. One 
examination has been held, at which nine 
elected assistant surveyors were ex- 
amined, with the result that seven were 
certified to possess the prescribed qualifi- 
cations and two were rejected, 


Questions. 


Mr. FLYNN: Incase of any difference 
of opinion with regard to salaries between 
a county council and the Irish Local 
Government Board, has the latter an 
absolute right to fix the salary ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It is not 
merely a right. The duty is imposed on 
them. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can they fix any 
salary they please ! 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This matter 
was discussed for several hours on the 
Vote for the Local Government Board, 
and I really cannot re-open it. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Local Government 
Board have addressed a letter to the 
South Tipperary County Council stating 
that they had received a letter from Mr. 
Higgins, solicitor for Mr. Haskett, the 
late surveyor of South Tipperary, stating 
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that his client had been obliged to take 
proceedings against the council for the 
halance of his salary, at the rate of £800 
a year, and that, to enable Mr. Haskett 
to succeed in his action they (the Local 
Government Board) had issued a special 
sealed Order ; and will he state who fixed 
Mr. Haskett’s salary at £800 a year ; was 
this salary approved of by the council; 
and what is the nature of the special 
sealed Order issued in support of Mr. Has- 
kett’s action. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Mr. Haskett 
is still the county surveyor. The county 
council proposed to grant Mr. Haskett 
an addition of £100 a year to his salary 
of £600, in respect of his increase of 
duties. The county surveyor, not agree- 
ing to this proposal, appealed under 
Section 115, Sub-section 18, of the Act of 
1898 to the Local Government Board to 
determine the increase to be allowed to 
him, claiming an addition of £450 a year 
to his salary. After careful consideration 
of the additional duties to be performed 
by him, and of the proposal of the county 
council, the Board decided that the county 
surveyor was entitled to an addition of 
£200 a year to his salary, making a total 
salary of £800 a year, and they informed 
the council accordingly. The council, 
however, declined to pay more than the 
sum proposed by them, namely, £700 a 
year, and the county surveyor applied to 
the Board, through his solicitor, for an 
Order under seal to enable him to recover 
the amount due to him according to the 
Board’s decision, and the Board have com- 
plied with his request. 


Mr. DILLON: What was the nature 
of the special sealed Order? Will the 
right hon. Gentleman lay a copy of it on 
the Table ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I do not 
know that there is any objection to doing 
it. It is a simple Order fixing the 
salary. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT BODIES— 
PROSECUTION FOR VOTING WHEN 
DISQUALIFIED. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he will grant a Return 
giving the names of persons convicted, 
since the Local Government (Ireland) Act 
came into operation, of having acted or 
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yoted as members of county or district the degree of relationship laid down by 
councils or boards of guardians when dis-| the Code within whith members of the 
qualified under the orders issued by | Royal Irish Constabulary may not per- 
virtue of the Act, showing the names of | form duties in towns or districts where 
the prosecutors, the number of offences | they have friends residing ; and will cases 
alleged against each defendant in the | brought to his notice where the pro- 
summons, the amount of the fine or vision of the Code has been ignored have 
penalty inflicted for each offence, and the | his attention. 
date of the conviction by the court of | 
summary jurisdiction. | Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There is no 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There is no | fixed rule laid down in the Code with re- 
; spect to the degree of relationship. In 
answer to the second paragraph, if any 
specific case is brought under notice it 
will be carefully inquired into by the In- 
spector General. 


official record of the prosecutions referred 
to, but the information could, of course, 
be obtained from the clerks of petty 
sessions. If the hon. Member so desires 
I will have the Return put in hand, and 


will forward it to him when completed. REPAIR OF IRISH ROADS. 


DOWNPATRICK DISTURBANCES. | _Capraty DONELAN: I beg to ask 
Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
$): I beg pone iss Chief adit. ie tenant of Ireland whether he will con- 
iat, Pedies ara, sider the desirability of inserting a clause 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he has in the Local Government (Ireland) Act 
received a sworn statement from Down- neroens Wem Bal with a view to empower 
ap Tes shea antbeng ce irentt ‘councils to undertake the maintenance 
inthe letter of the Deputy District Master sail vaouiy Gf tells bo wk at eae 
of Lecale, concerning the action of the lab Ps Pesecedie. “RHE 
ee z : a abour, as provided in the English Local 
police on the 5th June ; and what action Ciiteiiaink tek 
is proposed to be taken to ascertain the vhs 
| Apaeggeoptedhenteang Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The object « 
Mr.G. W. BALFOUR: [have received the hon. and gallant Member could he 
the document referred to in the first para- accomplished, if thought desirable, by 
graph. It has been brought under the | means of a Provisional Order under the 
notice of the Constabulary authorities, | [,ocal Government (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill 
who adhere to the accuracy of the state- | now awaiting Second Reading. 
ment already made by me that the Orange- 
men have not been in the habit of return-. (Caprarin DONELAN: Wili sucps be 
ing through Irish Street. I may mention , taken in that direction : ‘ 
that the county inspector convened a 
meeting of the magistrates to disct.ss the Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am not pre- 
propriety of allowing processionists to pared to answer that. 
march through the street in question, and 
they are unanimously of opinion that per- GONGESTED DISTRICTS IN KERRY. 
mission should not be given. I have Me WEAWIN: T ttoedk tie Cae 
already stated that prosecutions are pend- diueedinnnee he teed nee ote 
ing ‘ x5 . g Q ~~ = Ss be c d 4 ad od 
dle agg coer SR sister Bosh land, whether he can state the amount of 
assaults on the police arising out of the bes : 
din . it -,,;_ money which has been spent by the Con- 
isturbances in Downpatrick on the 5th , tage npertapin . : 
J ei de gested Districts Board in the county of 
June, and that all the facts will doubtless 7, : ‘ 107 1208 
be fully investigated by the magistrates Kerry for each of the years 1897, 1898, 
ale Wit y maar ay... and 1899, and also say in what particular 
Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN: Who and | districts of Kerry during the years men- 
what is the Deputy District Master of tioned the money was spent, giving the 


Lecale 1 Is it an official title ? /amount so spent for each district or place 
[No answer was given. | | in the county. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Con- 
REGULATIONS. ‘gested Districts Board have no record 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): [| showing the total sum expended in 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the| each of the congested districts. The 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland can he state | preparation of such a Return would entail 


| 
| 
| 
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a considerable amount of trouble, and {is in print, and will be lodged in the 


would not, in my opinion, serve any 
useful purpose. The annual reports 
presented to Parliament give a great deal 


of information as to the several localities | 


course of a week or two. In the case 


| under the Act of last year it cannot be 


where the Board’s operations have been | 


carried on during the period referred to. 


| stated when the final award will be 
delivered. 
MONAGHAN PETTY SESSIONS 


Mr. FLAVIN : Cannot the right hon. | 


Gentleman give the gross amount for. 


each of the years named ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : I see no object 
to be served by doing so. 


BELFAST WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Belfast Water Commissioners obtained 
powers from Parliament to take certain 
Jands in the townland of Oldpark, parish 
of Shankhill, county Antrym, and served 
the requisite notices on owners and occu- 
piers of land in 1896, and that Mr. Ryan, 
the arbitrator, held his first court in 
1899, but has not yet made his final 
award; whether he is aware that Mr. 
Ryan in one case awarded £2,000 more 
than theownerof the property claimed, and 
that in other cases his awards were below 
the value of the lands as sworn to by the 
Water Commissioners’ valuers ; and 
whether he is aware that in consequence 
of the delay in the publication of the final 
awards the owners and occupiers have 
suffered loss, as they have been obliged 
to pay the rent of their holdings, and 
debarred from developing or disposing of 
their lands, and can he state how the 
appointment of Mr. Ryan as arbitrator 
was made, and when the final award will 
be delivered. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I understand 
the facts are as stated in the first para- 
graph. The Board of Public Works have 
no knowledge as to the matters alleged in 
the second paragraph. If the parties 
are aggrieved at the award of the arbi- 
trator it is open to them to enter a 
traverse at the assizes. Nor have the 
Board any information as to the matters 
referred to in the first part of the last 
paragraph. The appointment of the 
arbitrator was made by the Board of 
Public Works. In the case under the 
Belfast Water Act of 1897, in which the 
arbitrator was appointed in February, 
1899, it is understood that his final award 


APPEALS. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he is aware that at a recent 
Petty Sessions Court in Monaghan two 


/men named M‘Guigan and Hughes were 


convicted of a police offence and sent to 


| Armagh Gaol for nine months and five 


months respectively, and that several 
magistrates, not in the habit of attending 
the Monaghan Petty Sessions, appeared 
on the bench on this occasion and adjudi- 
cated upon the trial of these men; is 
he aware that, after being placed in 
Armagh Gaol, M‘Guigan and Hughes 
lodged an appeal against their conviction 
and sentence, and gave the necessary bail 
for its prosecution ; and that when they 
appearel at the Monaghan Quarter 
Sessions, the County Court Judge, at the 
instance of the Crown, refused them the 
right of appeal, and sent them back to 
gaol to complete their sentence ; and will 
he either secure that these men be granted 
the right of appeal, or take steps to have 
their punishment reduced. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : I am informed 
that all the justices who attended the 
Monaghan Petty Sessions at which the 
convictions mentioned in the first para- 
graph were obtained, are in the habit of 
attending the sessions, except one gentle- 
man who was present for the first time 
since his appointment to the Commission 
a few days previously. Under the Petty 
Sessions Act, an appellant is bound to 
give seven days notice of his intention to 
appeal, but this the defendants in the 
present case failed to do, giving only 
three days notice, and the Judge held 
that the appeal was not properly before 
him. If the defendants feel aggrieved by 
the decision of the Judge, it is open to 
them to have that decision reviewed by 
the Court of Queen’s Bench. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can now make 4 
statement of the intentions of the Gover 
ment as to the legislative business of the 
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remaining weeks of the session ; and, if | and Generals Buller and Murray, respect- 
not, when he will be in a position to make | ing the Censorship in that Colony of 


such a statement. 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it would | 


be premature now to answer the question | 


of the right hon. Gentleman. 
kindly put it down for Monday next, I 
hope then to be able to make a full state- 
ment. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. | 


Gentleman meantime take into considera- 
tion the view expressed in the House of 


Lords on Friday as to the desirability of | 


withdrawing the Tithe Rent-charge (Ire- 


land) Bill, and devoting the time to some 


more useful purpose ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 
What Estimates will be taken on Friday | 


next, and what will be the course of busi- 
ness till then ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I suppose we 
shall finish the Committee stage of the 
Irish Tithes Bill to-night, and I shall then 
propose to proceed with the Agricultural 


Holdings Bill of my right hon. friend. I | 


hope to take the Navy Estimates on 
Friday. The First Lord of the Admiralty, 
however, informs me that it is very im- 
portant that a Memorandum which he 
has prepared on the subject of water-tube 
boilers should be in the hands of Members 
before those Estimates can well be dis- 
cussed, and there appears to be a slight 
doubt as to whether it will be possible to 
circulate that Memorandum in time. But, 
if possible, it is most desirable to take the 
Navy Estimates on Friday. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE: If you do 
not, what Vote will be taken ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Failing the 
Navy Estimates, the Home Office Vote 
will be taken. 

Mr. DILLON: Up to what hour to- 
morrow morning does the right hon. 
Gentleman propose to keep the House 
sitting 1 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That depends 


on hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


NATAL CORRESPONDENCE. 
Address for “a Return of Correspond- 
ence, recently published in the Natal 
Witness, containing minutes from the 


If he will | 


| 


letters and telegrams.” —(Captain Sinclair.) 


NEW WRIT. 

For the County of Wilts (Southern or 
Wilton Division), in the room of the 
Hon. Jacob Pleydell-Bouverie, commonly 


called Viscount Folkestone, now Earl of 


Radnor, called up to the House of Peers. 
—(Sir William Walrond.) 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners ; 
The House went ; and, being returned, 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal 
Assent to— 
Commonwealth of Australia Consti- 


tution Act, 1900. 


DIOCESAN RECORDS BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 290.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Burial 
Grounds Bill; District Councillors and 
Guardians (Term of Office) Bill, without 
Amendment. 


| COUNTY AND DISTRICT SURVEYORS 


(WEXFORD) — ACTION OF _ IRISH 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 
(MoTION FOR ADJOURNMENT. ] 


*Sm THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 
West Division) rose in his place, and 
asked leave to move the Adjournment of 


' the House for the purpose of discussing a 
‘definite matter of urgent public import- 


ance, namely, “the recent action of the 
Local Government Board for Ireland in 
raising the salaries and qualifications of 
the county and district surveyors in 
county Wexford, and in endeavouring to 


‘enforce the payment of these increased 


salaries as from to-morrow, by sealed 
order, notwithstanding the protests of the 
county council. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 


Prime Minister and Governor of Natal | Central): As a question of order, may I 








971 Wexford Surveyors— 


ask whether this can be a matter of | 


urgent public importance, seeing that the 
question was fully discussed oa the Vote 
for the Irish Local Government Board 
more than a month ago?+ I do not see 
how, under the circumstances, it can 
properly be regarded as urgent. 


“Sim THOMAS ESMONDE: The sealed 


Order is to come in force to-morrow. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Theoretically and 
in fact I have no knowledge of what was 
said in Committee of Supply. 


*Sir THOMAS ESMONDE The 
Government are attempting to coerce the 
Irish county councils by means of a 
sealed Order. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think I 
can take upon myself to rule that the 
motion cannot be moved. 


Mr. SPEAKER then called on those 
Members who supported the motion to 
rise in their places, and not less than forty 
Members having accordingly risen— 


*Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE: I have to 
thank hon. Members who have been good | 
enough to give me their support in this 
matter, and at the same time I wish to 
express my regret at having to deal with 
this question in this particular way. But | 
under existing Parliameutary conditions 
it is absolutely impossible for Irish 
Members to deal with important Irish 
questions as they arise. It is quite 
impossible to deal with important Irish 
matters in the two or three days allotted 
to Irish Estimates. If I must put the 
House to inconvenience on this occasion 
hon. Members must blame the system 
under which Irish affairs are managed in 
England, and I hope, therefore, I shall 
not be blamed for standing between the 
House and the more interesting debates 
on the Tithes Bill. The Chief Secretary 
for Ireland, in answer to several questions 
addressed to him to-day, gave the House 
the views of the Irish Local Government 
Board on the situation which has arisen 
in Ireland with regard to the action of 
that Board towards the Irish county 
councils in increasing the salaries of the 
county officials. Listening to the answers 
of the right hon. Gentleman I could | 





+See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth | 
Series], Vol. Ixxxiii., p. 1127. 


Mr. G. W. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


_ considerably 


Action of Ivish L. G. B. 


thinking 
realise 


972 
how utterly he 
the very _ serious 
position which has been created in 
Ireland within the last few weeks, 
The action of the Local Government 
Board in raising the salary of certain 
county council officials has given great 
dissatisfaction not only to members of 
county councils, but also to the consti- 
tuencies they represent, and the rate- 
payers at large have not hesitated to ex- 
press to their county councils the extreme 
dissatisfaction with which they view the 
rapid increase of rates all over the country. 
I am chairman of a county council, a dis- 
trict council, and a board of guardians, 
and during the last twelve months the 
expenditure of each of those bodies has 
increased, the increase 
being mainly due to the action of the 
Local Government Board in ordering us 
to do this and to pay that. It appears 
there is no escape from an Order of the 
Local Government Board—there is no 
way of protecting the ratepayers. It has, 
therefore, become necessary that we should 
again direct public attention to this 
matter, and endeavour to obtain the 
assistance of this House in guarding the 
interests of the Irish taxpayers against 
the unjust interference of the Local 
Government Board. I do not propose, 
and you, Sir, would not allow me, to deal 
in generalities ; I wish to direct atten- 
| tion to the specific case of the treatment 
of the County Council of Wexford. It is 
necessary under the terms of my motion 
that I should adopt this course ;, 
but I may point out that other Irish 
county councils stand in precisely the 
same position. In county Wexford 
there is a toad mileage, excluding the 
roads in urban districts, of 1,982 miles. 


not help 
failed to 


|For the management of that mileage we 
have a county surveyor, whose salary we 


are ordered by the Local Government 
Board to increase by 33 per cent. This 
entleman heretofore has had a salary of 
£650 a year, and that was considered. 
ample for the work he has to discharge. 
We have also four deputy surveyors, 
whose salaries we are commanded to 
increase by 87} per cent. The old salaries 
were £80 a year, and they were consid- 
ered quite sufficient for the work to be 
performed, the best proof of which is that 
whenever a vacancy occurred there were 
| dozens of applicants for the positiou. In 
addition to these increases of salaries, we: 


| are also ordered to appoint an additional 
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assistant surveyor at a salary of £150 a 
year. Seeing that during all the years of 
grand jury management the county 
managed to get along with a county 
surveyor at £650, and four assistant sur- 
veyors at £80 a year, it will be interest- 
ing to know why it is suddenly found 
necessary, as soon as the people have 
obtained control of the local administra- 
tion, to increase the salaries to this 
large extent and to employ additional 
officials. This question has been in debate 
between the County Council of Wexford 
and the Local Government Board for 
some time; we have protested against 
the decision of the Local Government 
Board, and given the reasons upon which 
we based that protest, but our protest has 
been disregarded and our arguments 
apparently refused a hearing. Now, as a 
climax, the Local Government Board issue 
a sealed Order to compel us to submit to 
their decision in this matter. The Chief 
Secretary will no doubt explain the 
meaning of a sealed Order and what it 
purports to be. As perhaps the perfect 
accuracy of my version of the story might 
be suspected, | must trouble the House 
with some correspondence which has 
passed between the County Council of 
Wexforu and the Irish Local Government 
Board. The first act in this performance 
was the receipt by the secretary of the 
county council of a circular from the 
Local Government Board. The circular 
is dated 29th August, 1899, and numbered 
317, sol presume it was the 317th circular 
we received from the Board between the 
Ist April and the 29th August last. 
This circular was sent to the secretary, 
although some time before the general 
council of the Irish County Councils 
had made a request that when an im- 
portant circular was issued a copy should 
be sent to every member of the county 
council interested, because it frequently 
happened that, owing to the extreme 
pressure of bringing the Local Gover.- 
ment Act into operation, and the great 
difficulty of dealing with the enormous 
number of circulars issued, matters of 


importance escaped the notice of the, 


county councils in consequence of the 
circulars being sent only to the secre- 
taries. I will take the liberty of reading 
this circular to the House— 

_ “The Local Government Board for Ireland de- 
sire to draw the attention of the county council 
to the terms of Section 115, Sub-section 18, of 
the Local Government (Ireland) Act,1898, which 
provide that existing officers transferred under 
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the section shall receive such increase or 
diminution of remuneration in proportion to 
the increase or diminution of the duties as the 
Local Government Board may determine, and 
that the county council, with the approval of 
the Board, may make a special agreement with 
any of their officers in the matter. To enable- 
them to discharge the duty thus imposed upon 


| them, the Board will be glad to receive, within 


three months from the present date,a statement 
showing the salaries of the secretary, county 
surveyors, assistant surveyors, and other officers 
of the council who are affected by the pro- 
visions of the sub-section referred to, and who 
have not made a special agreement with the 
council on the subject, together with a state- 
ment as to the increase or diminution of work 
to be taken into account in each case. Any 
observations which the council may see fit to 
make respecting the elaims of their othcers 
under the enactment in question will receive 
full consideration on the part of the Board.” 


I may point out that very often these: 
circulars and letters from the Local 
Government Board arrive just after the 
meeting of the county council has been 
held, and considerable time may elapse 
before the matters are brought to the 
attention of the council and considered. 
Last year was the opening year of the 
local administration in Ireland—a year 
which gave those entrusted with the 
administration of local affairs a very great 
amount of work todo. I am sure the: 
House will agree that it would be perfectly 
impossible to expect members of county 
councils, who are unpaid, who are not rich 
men; who have their own business to. 
manage, who have to support them- 
selves and their families by their own 
industry, to attend permanently for the- 
purpose of discharging public duties in 
the county councils. When this circular 
was issued the Local Government Act. 
had been four or five months in opera- 
tion, and the whole machinery of local 
government in Ireland :had.been put into 
working order all over the country : That 
had entailed incessant. labour on the 
part of county councils ;:there had been 
constant meetings of the: councils and 
their committees, and.at.the end of those 
four or five months the Wexford. County 
Council considered they were entitled to 
a holiday. This circular. was issued in 
August, but I do not. know when the. 
county council met: to consider it, as I 
was abroad at the time. I know that 
when I left Ireland I had _ not. 
the least idea: that any increase of 


‘salaries had been.demanded by any of our 


officials, and Ido, not know at al! when 
the circular was first brought to the notice 
of the council.. Surely a circular of this 
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importance ought to have been brought 


Wexford Surveyors— 


{COMMONS} 


more prominently before public notice | 


than was the case. The county council 
met in—I believe—November, and the 
circular w’s laid before them. They very 


properly deeided to leave the matter open | 


until it was seen what other county coun- 
-cils were doing in the matter. 
sstructed their finance committee to 
investigate and report. All this time 


there was absolutely no communication | 


‘whatever with the Local Government 
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county surveyors who have failed to come to 
an agreement with the county councils on the 
matter. 

“The Board have carefully considered all 
representations which have been received by 
them from the county councils and their 
officers in response to their cireular of the 29th 
August upon this subject, and they have also 
had before them a memorandum prepared by 


ga the county surveyors, showing the nature of 
1€Y 11- | the increased duties devolving upon them under 


the Act. 
‘“The Board observe that the surveyors 
contend that their travelling expenses are 


| largely increased owing to their having to 


Board, who knew when the county coun- | 
| make quarterly inspections for contractors’ 


-cils met, and it was their business to draw 
the attention of the county councils to 
that circular. 
ition would be decided in camera. A great 
many of us were prepared to leave the 
matter in the hands of the Loeal Govern- 
ment Board, thinking that they would 
communicate with us, and ask for infor- 
mation upon various points. 
believed that they would take upon them- 


Nobody thought this ques- | 


attend the meetings and adjourned meetings 
of the county and district councils, and to 


payments. 

‘* They also represent that their additional 
work in connection with their new duties, 
including the preparation of plans and specifi- 
cations and quarterly reports for the district 
councils, will practically occupy their entire 
time, so that their private practice must 
necessarily fall off, and will no longer be the 


| same source of income to them which it has 


We never | 


selves the responsibility of deciding the | 
question in opposition to the interests of | 


ithe ratepayers. The finance committee 
met on 22nd November, and recom- 


mended that the county surveyor’s salary | 


should be £600 a year, and that he be 
-allowed £50 for expenses. The old grand 
jury considered that the salary of the 
county surveyor was too high, and the 
council agreed with that view, for they 
-considered that the existing salaries were 
‘quite large enough, and they simply 
adopted the existing salaries as the basis 
for making a reasonable compromise. All 
this time no specific demand was made 
by the officials. We never had any 
demand by the officials for any specific 
‘salary, and it was absolutely impossible 
for us to name any specific sum under the 
circumstances. All this time the Locai 
‘Government Board gave us no informa- 
tion, and the county councils were 
under the impression that the Local 
Government Board were giving the 
matter proper consideration, and con- 
sequently no action was taken by the 
<ounty councils. What happened next 
was that we received a most extra- 
ordinary communication from the Local 
4GZovernment Board on the 7th February, 
1900, as follows— 

“Srr,—I am directed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland to inform you that 
they have had under consideration the claims 
for increased remuneration for increased duties 
made to them under Sections 115 (18) of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, by the 


Sir Thomas Esmonde. 





been in the past.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I cannot conceive that 
the hon. Member is keeping within the 
terms of the leave given by the House. I 
understand that the hon. Gentleman pro- 
posed to call attention to some recent 
action of the Local Governmeni Board, 
and he is not entitled to discuss the 
whole proceedings of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in Ireland with the county 
council of Wexford, extending over many 
months, and many moaths before the date 
on which the matter took place in respect 
of which the hon. Gentleman has moved 
the adjournment of the House. That 
appears to me to be going entirely 
beyond the definite matter of urgent 
public importance to which I understand 
the hon. Gentleman desires to all 
attention. I understand that some ques- 
tion has recently arisen in respect of some 
appointment by the Local Government 
Board in the county of Wexford, but 
that does not entitle the hon. Member to 
discuss the whole history of the pro- 
ceedings of that Board for many months 
past and to read a lengthy correspondence 
between the Board and the county 
council of Wexford. The hon. Member 
must endeavour to keep to the terms of 
his leave. 


*Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: Of course, 
I will bow to your ruling, Mr. Speaker, 
hut my object really was to strengthen 
the case against myself. My object in 
reading this correspondence was to argue 
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the case from the Local Government 
Board point of view. However, I will not 
deal with this question of the Local 
Government Board circulars, although I 
was anxious to put before the House 
the replies of the county council to 
the last circular from the Local 
Government Board. The county council 


drew up a detailed reply to every single | 


point raised by the Local Government 
Board, and to every single point raised by 
the county surveyors. The next thing 
was that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland was ap- 
proached, and he was asked to receive a 
deputation from the Irish councils 
generally, in order that they might lay 


their views before him upon this matter, | 


as they could not get any hearing from 
the Local Government Board. That 


request was refused by the right hon. | 


Gentleman. I am perfectly aware that at 
the time he was not very strong, but I 
think it was unfortunate that the deputa- 
tion was not received. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the hon§ 

Member not to repeat the arguments 
which were used during the discussion of 
this subject upon the Estimates. The 
hon. Member must refer only to some 
recent urgent matter of public im- 
portance which has occurred since that 
itime. 


*Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE: I have 
only to say that the right hon. Gentle- 
man could not receive that deputation 
‘because the matter had been discussed on 
the Estimates. It is much to be 
regretted that we could not come to 
some understanding, for the county 
‘council had not the smallest intention of 
refusing to pay reasonable salaries to 
‘their officials. All they wanted was that 
their case should be heard, and that the 
Local Government Board should take 


‘into consideration what was urged on the | 


other side. If salaries were honestly due 


to the officials we should pay them with | 
the greatest of pleasure, but what we | 
contend is that definite steps ought to) 


have been taken to consider the views 
‘of the county councils upon this 
matter before it was decided. | Un- 
questionably, the views of the county 
councils’ have not been properly con- 


sidered, and all we ask is that they should | 


{9 JuLy 1900} 


| dustrious people. 
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be considered. The resolutions passed 
by the Wexford County Council make it 
perfectly clear that we are prepared to 
pay fitting salaries to our officers, and to 
pay for any increased work which 
devolves upon them owing to the work- 


‘ing of the Local Government Act; but 


what we say is that our side of the ques- 
tion has not been properly considered. 
The Local Government Board have re- 
taliated by issuing a sealed Order, and 
that Order, I understand, comes before 
my county council to-morrow. I will 
therefore take the responsibility of ad- 
vising the county council to postpone its 
consideration for a littie longer in order 


that the Government may be able to find 


a way out of the difficulty. I do not 
know whether the right hon. Gentleman 


the Chief Secretary for Ireland realises 


fully the seriousness of the position. 
The Act of Parliament does not say that 
the Local Government Board should 
give greater salaries than ought to be 
given, but it says that they should 
award such salaries as are fit and proper. 
I would like to impress upon the right 
hon. Gentleman the seriousness of the 
position. In what I have said I have 
been careful to say nothing at which 
he can take offence. The Chief Secre- 
tary for Ireland has been ruling 
Ireland now for four or five years, and 
probably he will agree with me that 


during all that time the county of Wex- 


ford has given him perhaps less trouble 
than any other county in Ireland. I 
think that even the Local Government 
Board for Ireland will admit that the 
various local boards in the county of Wex- 
ford have given them as little trouble as 


any other public boards in any other part 


of the country. The people of the county 
of Wexford feel very strongly upon this 
question. They are not an excitable 
people ; they are a peaceful people ; they 
are a quiet people; they are an in- 
All they ask is to be 
allowed to do their own business in their 
own way. But they will stand dictation 
from nobody. TheChief Secretary may not 
understand the character of the Wexford 
people. There is nothing theatrical 
about them. But they have this pecu- 
liarity that they mean what they say, 
and, if they must fight, they will fight. 
What the council demand is to be allowed 
to do their own work in their own way ; 
and, although they are not particularly 
anxious to fight this question, and would 
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prefer that it should be settled amicably, 
I take the liberty of telling the right hon. 
Gentleman and the Irish Government 
that, if this matter is pushed to extremes, 
Wexford will fight. The right hon. 
Gentleman does not know much about 
that part of Ireland ; but if he insists on 
this Order I am afraid there will be con- 
siderable trouble not only in Wexford, 
but in other counties also. I would take 
the liberty of suggesting to the right hon. 
Gentleman, in a perfectly friendly spirit, 
that he should endeavour to find a way 
out of the difficulty. All that the county 
council desire is that their case should be 


given reasonable consideration. It is no use | 
| being imposed on them. | 


pointing to Acts of Parliament and to the 


{COMMONS} 





solitary circular which was issued. Know- | 
'—and this will be the answer of the 


ing the feeling in the county, I can say that 
unless ordinary courtesy is extended to 


the county council not a single member | 
of it will consent to pay a farthing of | 
/ it, and if the duties of the existing officers 


these increased salaries ; and there is not 


a Nationalist in the sounty, and I doubt if | 


there are very many Unionists, who will 


not support the council in that attitude. | 
‘ought to be the best judges, but the 


For political purposes it might be just as 
well if we had a new casus belli against 
the Irish Government. Individually I 
am desirous of saving my own county 
from the anxieties and the sacrifices 
which a new war in Ireland would entail ; 
and _ therefore, 
gravity of the situation, [ have taken the 
unusual course of moving the adjourn- 


Action of Irish L. G. B. 980; 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 


W.): In seconding the motion of the 
hon. Baronet, I desire to say, at the out- 
set, that I think that the Chief Secretary 
was rather ill-advised in endeavouring to. 
shut up discussion on this subject. It is 
really a most important question which 
the Local Government Board have wan- 
tonly and arbitrarily forced on the people 
of Ireland. The right hon. Gentleman 
is aware that local taxation in Ire- 
land is much higher than in England, 
But the Local Government Board are 
increasing the rates at such a speed that 
really the county councils are very likely 
to break down under the burden that is 
am aware 
that in the Act of 1898 there is a clause 


Chief Secretary—to the effect that the 
Local Government Board can raise 
salaries if the county councils will not do. 


have been increased. But who is the 
best judge of whether the duties have 
increased or not? The county councils 


Local Government Board will not allow 
that right of judgment, and they insist 
on saying that the duties of such and 


/such an official have been increased by 
‘the Act. 


knowing the extreme | 


ment for the purpose of endeavouring to | 


induce the Chief Secretary to find a 
golden bridge out of the difficulty, and 
make peace while he may. There is 


nothing in the Act of Parliament to pre- | 
vent the right hon. Gentleman settling the | 


matter in a reasonable manner, and if the 


right hon. Gentleman chooses to carry it | 


to extremes his is the responsibility. It 

might be as well for political reasons if 
‘ 

the Local Government Board declared 


war on the county councils in Ireland, | 
because it would give us a common ground | 


of action against the Government which 
would cause us to forget our own differ- 
ences. Whatever may be the decision of 
the Government is absolutely indifferent 
to me. In conclusion, I will only say 
that Wexford is prepared to fight the 
matter out if necessary, and is determined 
not to tolerate such interference from the 
Local Government Board. Hence I offer 
the suggestion to the Chief Secretary that 
he should take steps to preserve peace 
before it is too late. 


Sir Thomus Esmonde. 


iby the Act of 1898. 





*Mr. SPEAKER: It may be I was 
somewhat premature in allowing this 
matter to be raised on a motion for the 
adjournment ; but at any rate, the hon. 
Member must confine himself to a definite: 
matter of urgent public importance. I 


must say that, judging from the 
arguments addressed to the House, 


it appears as if an endeavour is being 
made to argue the general question 


|of the policy of the Local Government 


Board under the powers given to them 
That would be 
out of order, because it would not be 
within the terms of the motion, and it 
would be discussing a general matter 
which could not be said to be in any way 
urgent, although it may be important. 
Therefore the hon. Member must en- 
deavour to confine himself to the terms 
of the motion. I certainly understood 
that an attempt would be made to show 
that there are specific circumstances in 
the county of Wexford to which it 1s 
desirable to call attention without delay, 
not an attempt to discuss the same 
general matter which was, as I under- 
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stand, discussed on the Estimates —the 
policy of the Local Government Board in 
exercising the powers given them by the 
Act of 1898. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I had no 
desire to go outside the limits of the 
motion, but I understand, and I believe 
that the Chief Secretary is also aware, 
that these increases of salaries have been 
going on since May 24th, the date on 
which the Estimates referred to were dis- 
cussed in this House. If these increases 
had been stopped after that date there 
would certainly have been no ground for 
this motion, but the practice continues. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The practice, as I 
understand, existed before 24th May, and 
has been continued since. It is therefore 
a continuous policy which was discussed 
on the Estimates, and that policy cannot 
be discussed on the motion before the 
House. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: It is since 
then that this Sealed Order system was 
inaugurated, a system to which the Irish 
people are quite unaccustomed, and for 
that reason the hon. Gentleman is per- 
fectly entitled to bring forward his motion. 
The Local Government Board had no right 
to exercise their judgment as regards 
increases ofsalary ; thatduty belongs to the 
county councils. My hon. friend has 
referred to the fact that Wexford is 
determined to resist this attempt to 
impose additional taxation on them which 


they cannot bear, and I trust that not | 


only the Wexford County Council, but 
every county council in Ireland, will fight 
the Local Government Board out to the 
very end, and that they will not allow 
the Board to impose exorbitant rates on 
them, which they have been endeavouring 
to do since the Act came into operation. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I certainly 
think that the House will agree with me 
that this motion is the most extraordinary 
abuse of the rules of the House that we 
have ever heard of. It was perfectly 


obvious from the speeches of the mover 
and seconder that their desire was to 
bring forward a question which had taken 
an entire evening when the Vote for the 
Local Government Board was under con- 


{9 JuLy 1900} 
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sideration, but by your ruling, Sir, they 
have been prevented from doing that. 
What is there left toanswer? One thing, 
and one thing only, and that is the action 
of the Board in issuing sealed Orders. 
The hon. Member talked as if the sealed 
Order system was a new thing. That 
system has been going on for the last 
fifty years. 


Mr. JAMES 


this connection. 


O'CONNOR: Not in 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Let me ex- 
plain why a sealed Order was issued in 
this case. The Local Government Board, 
acting under the powers and duties im- 
posed upon them by the Act, made these 
Orders in connection with the salaries of 
existing officers. The county council 
refused to carry them out; and the matter 


then became one between the _ officer 
in whose interest the Order had 
been issued on the one side, and 
the county council on the other. His 


redress, if the county council refuse to 
give him the increase of salary to which 
the Board had declared he was entitled, is 
to sue them before a court, and in the 
absence of a sealed Order there would be 
no evidence that the Local Government 
3oard had made the Order as to salaries. 
It was in order to enable the officer to 
proceed that the sealed Order was issued. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The Chief 
Secretary states in his high and mighty 
fashion that the system of sealed Orders 
has been in force in Ireland for fifty 
years, but that system—and a very 
tyrannical system it is—has only been 
enforced against inferior local bodies— 
‘namely, the boards of guardians. That 
system has been put in force on this occa- 
| sion, for the first time, against a county 
council in Ireland. And when the right 
hon. Gentleman says that this system of 
sealed Orders has been in force for fifty 
years, I would put this question to him : 
Was it ever enforced against the grand 
juries in Ireland ? 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London 
derry, N.): The Local Government 
| Board can make no valid Order except 
under seal. 


Mr. DILLON: That is a question of a 
_technicality—that the Order made is 
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described as a sealed Order. But the object | 


is to coerce and compel, and to furnish 
the machinery to coerce and compel, the 
county council to pay this officer a bigger 
salary than they are willing to do. It 
may be that the principle of the matter 
was disoussed before; but now we have 
come to machinery, to the fresh assertion 
of powers by the Local Government 
Board against the county councils, who 
are the legitimate successors of the 
grand juries, and no such power was 
ever attempted to be put in force against 
them. There was no jurisdiction against 
the grand juries, and that is our point. 
Why are the representatives of the 
people, who have now come into power, 
to be compelled by this most oppressive 
and coercive jurisdiction to do what the old 
grand juries were never sought to be 
compelled to do? It is a most monstrous 
exercise of power. The right hon. Gentle- 
man tried to run away from this case by 
making out that our mouths should be 
closed on this occasion because we have 
debated the subject on the Local Govern- 
ment Board Vote. He utterly misstated 
the case when he said that the Local 
Government Board had no alternative but 
to proceed by this method of sealed 
Order, and authorise officials to take action 
against their own employers. That is not 
true. The Local Government Board had 
an alternative. Recollect what happened 
in the debate on the Irish Estimates. 
From all sides—equally from that as from 
this side of the House—there came a 
protest from the Irish Members against 
the exercise of this discretion by the 
Local Government Board, and we were 
entitled to expect, as a result of that 
debate in May last, that the Local 
Government Board, instead of rushing 
without hesitation to this extreme course 
of action, which is sure to embroil them 
in a row, would invite from the 
county councils a full statement of the 
grounds on which they object to the 
increase of the salaries. At all events, 
they were bound to delay coercive action 
until ample time had been given for a 
friendly interchange of opinion between 
the Local Government Board and the 
county councils. But what did the Local 
Government Board do? They inconti- 
nently, in spite of the unanimous protest 
of all sections of the Irish Members, 
rushed to issue these sealed Orders all 
over Ireland. 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
simply continuing the debate which took 
place in Committee. An Order must be 
made under seal; and, if the Local 
Government Board exercise their dis- 
cretion, they must do so by means of 
the legal machinery. As to the general 
policy of the Board in exercising {their 
discretion, that is not a definite matter 
of urgent public importance. I quite 
understood that the hon. Member for 
West Kerry was going to show in the case 
of Wexford that some very important 
action had recently been taken by the 
Local Government Board ; but the hon. 
Gentleman is making no distinction be- 
tween this case and that already discussed 
in Committee. 


*Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: As a 
matter of personal explanation, it was 
only on Saturday that I learned that the 
County Council of Wexford had been 
served with a sealed Order. I had no 
idea that any other county council had 
been served in the same way. 


Mr. DILLON: I really think, Mr. 
Speaker, that you do not quite appreciate 
the line I was taking. My contention is 
that the Local Government Board, instead 
of exercising the discretion they have 
under the Act in a rational and wise way, 
have suddenly precipitated a collision 
between themselves and the County 
Council of Wexford which may lead to 
disturbance and agitation, and to a very 
serious strain upon the whole system of 
local government in Ireland. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): This motion 
is a very important concrete illustration 
of the general conduct of the Government 
in Ireland and of the Local Government 
Board. I would like to know whether 
the Local Government Board or the 
county council are the most competent 
to judge as to the sufficiency of an in- 
crease in salary to be given to the county 
surveyor. If there is a difference of 
opinion between the Local Government 
Board and the county council on a ques- 
tion of fact in regard to the remuneration 
of this surveyor, why could not the Local 
Government Board enter into argument 
and friendly negotiations with this par- 
ticular county council, and settle the 
matter without this issue of a sealed 
Order? It may be necessary to issue a 
sealed Order, but why did the Local Govern- 
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ment Board act so promptly ? Surely the 
County Council of Wexford had given 
no indication that they were not inclined 
to treat any man unfairly. So far as I 
know, the County Council of Wexford 
had given every indication of their desire 
to treat their existing officers very fairly, 
and even in a liberal manner. This 
gentleman’s duties had been increased in 
a very small degree, and an increase of 
£50 a year was quite enough. In a poor 
country like Ireland £650 a year is a 
salary of no mean dimensions. Whether 
the Local Government Board are right or 
wrong, they should be very chary indeed 
and slow to force their view in regard to 
the salaries of county officials in this 
arbitrary manner upon county councils, 
who ought to be the best judges as 
to whether the salaries are adequate or 
not, and whether the increase proposed 
is commensurate with the increased 
duties. The value of this particular 
motion of the hon. Baronet is that it is a 
concrete illustration of the dangerous 
practice now being pursued by the Local 
Government Board in setting aside the 
decision of the local authorities and 
coming down upon them in an autocratic 
manner with sealed Orders. It is trifling 
to say that sealed Orders mean nothing, 
and that they are absolutely necessary. 
That is not the point. The point is 
whether the Local Government Board 
ought to set aside the decision of the local 
authority on a local matter in an auto- 
cratic manner and say, “ We say so and 
so, and there is no appeal from our 
decision.” 


Mr. T: P. OCONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): As I gather, the defence of 
the Government is that in issuing the 
sealed Order they were carrying out a 
mere Ministerial act. I quite appreciate 
that under the ruling of Mr. Speaker we 
cannot discuss the general policy of the 
Local Government Board in regard to 
these local officials. The narrow point 
to which we are confining ourselves is as 
to the issue of this sealed Order. I accept 
fully the description of a sealed Order 
given by the Chief Secretary and the 
Attorney General—that it is an Order 
with the proper and technical formality 
of the attachment of a seal. But the 
Attorney General says that a sealed 
Order in this particular case was neces- 
sary, because without it the county 
surveyor would not be entitled or 
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enabled to take legal action against 
the county council. Does not that, 
after all, come to this: that the Local 
Government Board have taken upon 
themselves the responsibility —I will not 
say of encouraging, but of enabling the: 
county surveyor to enter into litigation 
with the county council? If that is so, I 
put it to the Attorney General whether: 
it was not entirely within the discretion 
of the Local Government Board to post- 
pone or delay the issue of the sealed 
Order in question. Reason, prudence, 
and policy should have dictated them to. 
adopt such a course. But they have 
shown—I will not say indecent, but con- 
siderable haste in issuing this sealed 
Order, und in that way have driven the 
county surveyor into litigation with the 
county council. I put it to the Govern- 
ment whether it is fair to the county 
councils that they should be forced into. 
this conflict with the authorities, into. 
which they are forced by the action of 
the Government. Is it in the interests. 
of good government and order in 
Ireland generally that this contest should 
be forced and accelerated on the county 
surveyor? My hon. friend has put his 
case to the Government, who have met 
his suggestions with persistent refusals, 
and now the responsibility of  safe- 
guarding the authorities of law, self- 
government and order must rest upon 
the Government. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) felt it his 
duty to associate himself with the protest 
which had been raised by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo. Under the old 
grand jury system £60 a year was con- 
sidered a proper and sufficient sum for 
the salary of the county surveyor, but 
when popular self-government was given 
to Ireland the Government thought that 
the sum should be raised to £150, and, 
therefore, a sealed Order was sent to the 
county councils to pay that salary. The 
only conclusion he could come to was that, 
the landlords having been relieved of all 
rates, the county council was now to be 
compelled to increase the rates for an 
improper purpose. He protested against 
the sealed Order being sent down, and 
thought that the county council ought 
not only to protest against it, but also to 
refuse to comply with it. He desired to 
know whether under the sealed Orders 
the county councils had a right to dis- 
charge the county surveyors with or with- 
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-out a gratuity or pension. Having regard 
ito the efforts which were being made in 
favour of popular self-government, it was 
the duty of all Irish Members to protest 
against the action of the Government, 
.and show the constituents that the in- 
crease in the rates was not due to the 


Werford Sure YOrs— 


county councils, but to the action of the | 


Local Government Board. 


Nr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
‘said the sealed Order which had been 
stated by the Attorney General for Ire- 
land and the Chief Secretary to be a mere 
Ministerial act was, in fact, something 
more. It was a fiat which enabled the 
county surveyor of Wexford to take 
action against the Wexford County 
Council. In his opinion greater discretion 
ought to have been exercised, and the 
Local Government Board ought to have 
waited until the time came when no com- 
‘promise between the county council and 
the county surveyor appeared to be possi- 
ble. The Government ought to have had 
-more discretion than to allow the Local 
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Government Board to have acted as they 
had done, and to that extent the Govern- 
ment were responsible. 


988 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) desired 
to join in the protest which had been 
made by the Irish Members against the 
way in which the Local Government 
Board had treated Wexford by the issue 
of the sealed Order. He was glad that 
the county council had taken the step 
they had with regard to it, for the reason 
that if matters like this were allowed to 
pass without protest, the inhabitants of 
freland would look not to the county 
councils, but to the Local Government 
Board, as the local authority. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would show the 
same regard to the various localities, and 
not seek to override their action as he had 
done with regard to this matter. 


Question put. 


The House divided : —Ayes, 114 ; Noes, 
199. (Division List No. 188.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) BILL. ; *THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 3 :— 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I confess 
that when I read, with great interest and 
satisfaction, the report of the debate in 
another place on Friday last,* I hoped we 
should to-night have the welcome an- 
nouncement of the withdrawal of this 
Bill. Any Government with the feelings 
of ordinary human beings in their breasts 
would have been determined to withdraw 
the Bill, by the act of the Irish landlords, 
in selecting this instant to inflict upon 
them a humiliating defeat. 





*See page 728 of this volume. 


/cannot discuss that matter. I called 
upon him to move an Amendment. 
} 


Mr. DILLON: I will come to the 
Amendment, and I hope to find the 
Government in a more reasonable frame 
of mind than was the case last week. I trust 
they will consent to accept the Amend- 
ment I am about to move, for it appears 
to me to be an Amendment so manifestly 
reasonable, and so just on the face of it, 
that Ido not understand how any argu- 
ment can be used against it. The 
Government have decided not only to 
break up the settlement of 1872 and to 
make tithe rent-charges in Ireland once 
more variable, without offering to the 
Committee a single reason for making that 
great change, but they have decided to 
make them variable on a totally new 
principle. That principle is that they 
shall vary in accordance no longer with 


202 
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the prices of agricultural produce, bat 
with judicial rents. Is it unreasonable 
that I should ask, when they have decided 
so radically to alter the standard of 
variation, that that variation should be 


confined for the future to cases of tithe | 


rent-charge which issue out of heredita- 
ments in respect of which judicial rents 
have been fixed ? 
possible to imagine a more reasonable or 
logical Amendment than that. I can 
fortify my case in support of this Amend- 
ment by referring to that portion of the 
speech in which the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary attempted to make 
a case of grievance in justification of this 
reduction of tithe rent-charge. There can 
be no doubt that the only attempt he made 
to justify this proposal was on the ground 
that the landlords’ rents had been 
reduced. If that be the cause of this 
alteration—and we have listened in vain 
throughout these debates for any other 
alleged ground of justification—is it not 
manifest that the benefit of the change 
should be confined to cases in which the 
rents have been reduced? We who have 
followed the operation of the Irish Land 
Courts are aware that the application of 
the judicial rent sections of the Land 
Acts is confined strictly to certain classes 
of farms, and that there are large areas of 
land, including a great deal of the richest 
land in the country, which do not come 
under those sections at all. Are we to 
be told that a man who is deriving a large 


income from, say, grass farms, future_ 


tenancies, and so forth, or any of the 
various classes of farm which are speci- 
fically excluded from the judicial rent 
clauses of the Land Acts, is to obtain a 
reduction in his tithe rent-charge in pro- 


portion to the reduction of judicial rents | 


on other holdings in which he has no 
financial interest, simply because of the 
grievance caused to his class by the 
reauction of judicial rents ? That is a 
perfectly grotesque absurdity in the 
present Bill. If the right hon. Gentleman 
had proposed to break up the settlement 
of 1872 simply and solely by restoring 
the law as it then stood, something 
could be said for not going into the figures, 
and refusing to investigate the operation of 
theproposal. But the righthon.Gentleman 
is not proposing to recur to the condition 


of the law prior to 1872 ; he is deliberately | 


proposing to apply to this tithe rent- 
charge a new standard of variation which 
will be infinitely more favourable to the 


Mr. Dillon. 


‘COMMONS} 


I think it is hardly | 
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laudlords than the old standard. The 
case for this Amendment is greatly 
strengthened by the fact that, according 
to the landlords themselves, this new 
standard will do much more for them than 
the old system would do. I feel bound to 
say a few words on this point, because the 
right hon. Gentleman, in various speeches, 
has asserted that if the old system under 
which tithe rent-charge was variable were 
reverted to, the reduction would be 
greater than under the scheme now pro- 
posed. Let us hear what the landlords 
themselves have to say. Commenting on 


the remarks of the Chief Secretary in re- 
gard to certain Amendments proposed on 
Wednesday last, the Daily Express, the 
chief organ of the landlords, used this 
language— 


“The enacting part of this arrangement is in 

Clause 3, Clause 2 merely directing prelin:inary 
steps. It was, however, opposed by the 
Nationalists, who desired that the industry of 
that noble body, the Land Commission, should 
be devoted to ascertaining something quite 
different, that is, the variation in prices of 
agricultural produce during that period. We 
say advisedly ‘ something yee different,’ for 
it is notorious that the reduction in rent has 
been out of all a to the fall in agri- 
cultural values. The Nationalists have reason 
to know this better than anybody, as the 
difference has gone into their own pockets. 
Consequently they are in favour of setting up 
a standard which would justify reductions 
much less than that foreshadowed by Mr. 
Balfour’s Bill.” 
Whether or not that is a correct view, it 
is the view of the landlords. It appears 
to me that thisis an exceptional case, and 
therefore I trust the Government will 
without wasting time accept this Amend- 
ment, and let us proceed to other and 
more contentious matters. I beg to 
move. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 28, after the word ‘ heredita- 
ments, to insert the words ‘in respect of 
which judicial rents have been fixed.”—Jr. 
Dillon. 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. BALrour, Leeds, Cen- 
tral) contended that the Amendment was 
wrong in principle and would be unfair in 

| practice. It was wrong in principle because 
it assumed what he had again and again 
denied—that the Government were pro 
posing to make tithe rent-charge variable 
| because rents had been reduced. The 
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alteration in rents was taken merely as a 
measure. The Government did not say 
that tithes should be reduced because 
rents had been reduced, but they said 
that tithes should be made variable, and 
variable by a measure or standard: better 
than that which had hitherto been in use. 
The Committee had decided that the 
standard to be adopted should be that 
proposed in the Bill, and now the hon. 
Member came forward and asked that 
that standard should be applied only in 
cases Where rents had actually been fixed 
by the Land Commission. Why should 
the application of the standard be re- 
stricted to those cases ? It was impossible 
to give any reason for such a restriction 
shen once it was clearly appreciated that 
the alteration in rents was taken merely 
ga standard and a measure. The Amend- 
nent would also be grossly unfair in 
jractice, because it would exempt from 


ihe operation of the clause lands which | 


iad every bit as much right to the benefit 
is those to which the clause would then 


ipply. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


dee): The right hon. Gentleman has 
ain repeated the denial he has made on 


previous occasions, that the reduction of 
rats by the judicial process is the reason 


for this Bill. He says the reduction of 
rents is the measure of the relief proposed, 
but not the reason for proposing that 
relief. 
the Government, having a knowledge 
superior to that possessed by hon. Gentle- 
men below the gangway. I accept his 
declaration with some difficulty, because I 
amnot reconcile it with the equally 
emphatic declaration made by members of 
the Cabinet in another place two or three 
ays ago. In answer to a motion which 
expressly declared the grievances suffered 
by Irish landlords through legislation 
ince 1881, and demanding relief for those 
grievances, the Duke of Devonshire stated 
hat relief had already been provided, 
ist, in the Purchase Acts; secondly, in 
the remission of rates to the extent of 


316,000 a year ; and then he went on to | 


uy in the same connection that— 


“The measure now before the House of 
ommons will give landlords further relief of 
he same character.” 


Later on he said that— 


“The Tithe Rent-Charge Bill now before 
¢ House of Commons shows a sympathetic 
prit for a class and an interest which we 
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He asserts that as a member of | 
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| believe to be in an unfortunate and difficult 
position ’’— 

the unfortunate and difficult position 
being that which is created by legislation 
since 1881, which I suppose may be 
summed up in the reduction of rents by 
the judicial courts. How, in the face of 
that declaration, can it be maintained that 
the judicial reduction of rents is not the 
reason for, but only the measure of, this 
relief? I think as between those two state- 
ments, which are absolutely irreconcilable, 
I must accept that made by the superior 
authority, and therefore we are entitled 
—nay, we are bound—to regard the 
reduction of judicial rents as the reason 
as well as the measure. And what are 
the contradictions in which we are in- 
volved thereby ? The right hon. Gentle- 
man said, as if it was an argument on his 
own side, that all the land in Ireland is 
not subject to rents. I do not know 
much of the Irish land question, but I 
believe this is a fact—that the land of 
Ireland can be divided into three cate- 
_gories. There are the hereditaments not 
under rents, but which pay tithes; there 
‘are the hereditaments which are not under 
judicial rents which pay tithes ; and there 
are those under judicial rents. How in 
‘the name of goodness can it be a reason 
for giving relief to the first two classes 
that the third are subject to a judicial 
process? Or how can you get a rational 
measure thereby ? What reason can be 
assigned why this particular mode of 
‘reduction should be more rational than 
any other ? When the variation depended 
on prices, you had a variable element 
which affected practically all the land of 
‘Ireland, but now you are selecting as 
your measure of variation an element 
which has no relation to two out of the 
‘three classes into which Irish land is 
divided. Therefore, whether regarded 
as a measure or as a_ reason, the 
proposal of the Government is one which 
cannot really be defended, and I shall 
be constrained to vote for the Amend- 
ment. I would warn the House against 
the introduction of these artificial 
measures. We had exactly the same 
| question of artificiality in the Merchant 
| Shipping Bill, and it is essential for those 
of us who want reasonable legislation in 
a matter of this sort to vote for the 
| Amendment of my hon. friend. 

| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
|§.) looked upon the Amendment as fair 
The new standard of 


| and equitable. 
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variation should be confined exclusively to 
tenancies which had been affected by the 
conditions to which the new standard of 
variation was applicable. It was perfectly 
ridiculous to say that the tithe rent-charge 
of tenancies which had not been sub- 
jected to judicial rents should be subject 
to a measure of reduction which was the 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said that this 
Amendment proceeded actually on the 
lines of the clause itself, and on the lines 
upon which the Bill was originally framed 
and introduced. The Amendment really 
meant that if there were to be reductions 
or variations they should only be in re- 
spect of holdings of which the judicial 





creation of the Land Acts from which 
those tenancies had been absolutely 
exempt. It might be, and it was, alleged 
that this new variation would work out | 
some compensation to those whose pro- 
perty had been affected by the reduction 
of rents. Be it so; but how could the 
standard apply to those whose property 
had been as unaffected by any legislation 
of Mr. Gladstone’s as they were before 
1870% There was no use disguising the 
word. The Bill was an outrageous fraud. | 
Under the Irish Church Act it was 
provided that the surplus of the | 
Irish Chureh Fund should be appli- | 
cable to charitable purposes or the 

relief of those who suffered distress. 

If they applied the reduction of tithes to 

land unatfected by the legislation of the 

last thirty years they were perpetrating | 
a palpable fraud. What was the object 

of this Bill, and what was the reason for | 
its introduction? If it was not for the | 
relief of the landlords, why did they 
include in this system for the reduction 
of tithes the owners of land who, under 
no possibility whatever, had been affected 
by recent land legislation? If ever there | 
was a fair and equitable Amendment it 

was that proposed by his hon. friend. 

Unfortunately, this Bill was to lay Mem- | 
bers a Chinese puzzle, and it was very diffi- | 
cult to distinguish between the legal and 
technical terms with which it was draped. 


Could the right hon. Gentleman give any | 


reason which would appeal to any fair- 
minded man why land which had never 
come under the operation of the Church 
Acts or of the Acts of 1870 and 1881 
should be included in this clause ? 
including these lands which had not been 
subject to this law before, Parliament 
violated two distinct Acts of Parliament— 
the Church Act of 1869 and the Amend- 
ing Act of 1872. There was not a 
shadow of a pretext for this proposal, 
which was purely the exercising of a 
dominant power. He believed in his 
heart and conscience that if the hon. 


By | 


rents had been fixed. Surely that was 
the line upon which the Bill was con- 
structed and upon which the clause pro. 
ceeded. He thought this was an Amend- 
ment which ought to be accepted. He 
did not think the Chief Secretary would 
hold that where a judicial rent had not 
been fixed there should be a variation 
and a reduction of tithe rent. The 
clause proposed that whether the judicial 
rent had been fixed or not, or whether 
there had been a reduction of rent or 


| not, there should be a reduction of tithe- 


rent charge. It was perfectly hopeless 
for the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland to argue that this 
variation in tithe-rent charges did 
not aim at compensating _ land- 
lords who had had their rents reduced 
by the Court. That case had been given 
away completely by the speech of the 
Duke of Devonshire in another place. 
He thought. they were bound to take the 
noble Lord’s declaration as the view of 
the Government. This Bill had been 


brought in to give relief to the landlords 


in cases where the rents had been reduced 
by judicial process. He wished to ask if 
they were now prepared to provide that 
the tithe rent-charges should be reduced 
to landlords in respect of holdings of 
which the judicial rents had not been 
fixed? Was the tithe rent-charge to be 
reduced on behalf of landlords where the 
rents had not been reduced at all? He 
| understood that, roughly speaking, the 
judicial rents fixed in Ireland were very 
much less than 50 per cent of the whole. 
What became of the other 50 per cent.! 
There must be a large number of cases 
where the landlord and tenant came to an 
agreement, and where the tenant con- 
| sidered that he was not justified in seeking 
| the protection of the Court. But even 
in those cases where the landlord had 
| lost nothing and where the rent had 
‘not been reduced, he was to get 
| the benefit of this clause just the 
| same as those whose rents had been re- 


Gentlemen opposite had taken the trouble | duced, and also to the same extent. The 
to master this Bill, they would never | class of tenants who at the passing of this 


have supported it. 
Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


Act were in arrears—which had been held 
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in terrorem over them—had never been 
able to get judicjal rents fixed, and those 


arrears were held’ over them to prevent | 
their seeking the benefit of the legisla- | 


tion. If the Committee did not accept 
this Amendment, the landlords to whom 
he had just referred would get the benefit 
ofthis clause just the same as those land- 
lords where judicial rents had been fixed 
by the process of legislation. There was 
another large class at the present moment 
upon whom the landlord had reimposed 
the whole rent under Section 7 of the Act 
of 1887. They were still paying the old 


unreduced rents, and in tens of thousands , 


of these cases the landlord would be en- 
titled to the full amount of reduction on 
the tithe rent-charge. And why? Were 
they justly entitled to it? Nobody ever 
heard of such a’ hard-and-fast line. If 
they were bound to have some fixed rule, 
at any rate they should try and make it 
approach as near to justice as was possible, 
but nobody would argue that the reduc- 
tion embodied and enshrined in this clause 
was either fair or equitable. They knew 
now that during the same period rents 


in Somersetshire had been reduced 35 per | 


cent., whilst in Ireland the average was 
only about 15 per cent., and under those 


circumstances they were now nroposing 
to give further relief to the landlords of 


Ireland. It was not sufficient for the 
representatives of the Government to 
make a few perfunctory remarks on the 
Bill, and then join in a conspiracy of 
silence, when they could not meet the 
arguments brought against their proposals. 
It would be more satisfactory if the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland declared that, no 
matter what case was made out, or what- 
ever powerful arguments were brought 
forward, the Government did not intend 
toaccept any Amendments ; and the right 
hon. Gentleman might as well say bluntly, 
“Whether right or wrong, we shall 
accept no Amendments whatever to this 
clause.” 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he quite agreed with 
his hon. friend who had just sat 
down that it would be a saving of 


time, and amuch more regular and_ 


forward policy on the part of the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, if he would 


abstain from offering any arguments or | 


making any speeches in reply to the 
Amendments proposed, 
seemed quite clear that 


the right 
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because it | 
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hon. Gentleman traversed not only 
| the statement made by others who 
are members of the same Government in 
a higher and more responsible position 
than himself, but he even traversed his 
own statements. He was not surprised 
that the Chief Secretary should deny that 
this Bill was founded upon a reduction of 
rents. The right hon. Gentleman vehe- 
mently denied that, because he knew that 
if he came down to the Committee and 
said this Bill was based upon a reduction 
of rents he would be confronted with two 
difficulties. He would be confronted with 
the delaration of a Cabinet Minister in 
another place, and there would be the 
greater difficulty that if he came down to 
this House and defended, this Bill on the 
_ground of reduction of rents his case 
would be absolutely extirpated by the 
speech to which he had just alluded. 
How could the right hon. Gentleman put 
the case of exceptional hardship forward 
as a plea in favour of this Bill, in face of 
the fact that one of the greatest of Irish 
landlords and a Cabinet Minister had 
asserted that the landlords of Ireland were 
in an exceptionally favourable position as 
compared with the landlords of England ? 
He was glad that this debate had at 
least elicited a great truth which they 
had been endeavouring for the last 
fifteen or twenty years to impress upon 
this country—namely, that in spite of 
agitation, and in spite of the legislation 
of the past twenty years in this House, 
they had not even succeeded in getting the 
rents in Ireland reduced in the same pro- 
portion as they had been reduced in 
England. In face of the confession made 
in another place by a Cabinet Minister 
that rents in England had been doubly 
reduced as compared with Ireland, he 
was not at all surprised that the right 
hon. Gentleman disclaimed altogether that 
the principle of this Bill was governed by 
the reduction of rents in Ireland. Upon 
this question the right hon. Gentleman 
was forgetful even of his own words. 
The Chief Secretary was almost driven to 
anger when the hon. Member for Dundee 
suggested that the reduction of rents had 
something to do with this Bill ; but when 
his hon. and learned friend made that 
assertion he was only repeating what the 
right hon. Gentleman himself had said in 
a previous debate upon this Bill. That 
was his recollection of the debate, but 
since then he had consulted the records, 
and he found the report absolutely in 
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accord with his own _ recollection. | 
In that speech the right hon. Gen- 
tleman said that he did not think 
the tithe rent-charge should be reduced 
because rents had been reduced, but 
he said the hardship of the situation 
was emphasised by the fact that rents had 
been compulsorily reduced. So that the 
right hon. Gentleman brought in the 
reduction of rent not as a sole reason for 
the reduction of tithes, although he said 
that the compulsory reduction emphasised 
the hardship. He admitted that the 
reduction of rents was at least a contri- 
buting cause, and it was considered a very 
potent reason for the reduction of tithes. 
Therefore his hon. and learned friend, 
when he declared that the reduction of 
rents was brought forward by the right 
hon. Gentleman as a reason for intro- 
ducing this Bill, was strictly in accord 
with the statement made by the right 
hon. Gentleman himself. Therefore they 
arrived at this position : that this Bill had 
been brought forward,according tothe right 
hon. Gentleman, partly because a grievance 
had been created in Ireland in regard to 
the tithes, by the compulsory reduction of 
rents. They were now face to face with 
the fact that the more the rents were 
reduced the greater relief would the 
Relief was 


landlords get under this Bill. 
now to be given with an equally liberal 


and bounteous hand to the landlords 
whose rents had been reduced judi- 
cially, and also to those whose rents 
had been reduced voluntarily. The 
right hon. Gentleman had stated that 
the rents had been compulsorily re- 
duced. Yes, they had been reduced 
compulsorily in Ireland by about 16 per 
cent. ; but during the same period the 
rents had been voluntarily reduced in 
England by 35 per cent. If the reduction 
of rent by judicial process was a hardship 
and entitled the landlords to a reduction 
of their tithes, all they asked for was that 
those landlords should be left out who 
had not reduced their rents. Those land- 
lords had no complaint to make. Their 
rents had not been reduced at all, or if 
they had been reduced it was by volun- 
tary process. His hon. friend proposed, 
by his Amendment, that, as the whole 
foundation of the Bill was practically 
based upon the compulsory reduction of 
rents by judicial process, those estates | 
should not get relief where there had | 
been no compulsory reduction. He put 
it to the hon. Members opposite, who | 


Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 
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understood the affairs of Ireland very 
well, whether they ought not to 
consider seriously how wide and far- 
reaching the effect of this proposal would 
be. There seemed to be a popular 
idea in the House that every single farm 
in Ireland had been brought before the 
Land Court, and that in every case the 
rent had been reduced. That was an 
entirely erroneous impression. He had 
not had the time to run through the 
figures exhaustively in the short time at 
his disposal, but he thought the Attorney 
General would confirm the figures which 
he would give, and which he had taken 
from the last Report of the Land Commis- 
sion. Hebelieved there were about 500,000 
holdings in Ireland altogether ; and what 
had happened in regard to them? Of 
this total 144,689 had been brought 
before the Land Commission and had had 
their rents reduced. In addition there 
had been 32,040 brought before other 
courts, and altogether 176,729 cases had 
been dealt with. To put it roughly, 
about 200,000 cases had been the subject 
of judicial process. What did that mean ? 
If this Amendment was accepted the 
reduction of tithes would apply only in 
the case of these 200,000 holdings. In 
other words, the statistics showed that 
not one-half of the entire number of hold- 
ings in Ireland had been made the subject 
of legal process ; and what the right hon. 
Gentleman proposed to do under this Bill 
was to give relief not to the 200,000 
judicially-rented holdings, but also to the 
300,000 which had never gone through any 
judicial process at all. He thought his 
hon. friend had made out a good case 
for this Amendment. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
I think it is the bounden duty of every 
Irish Member to endeavour to inform the 
Committee as to the nature of this Amend- 
ment. It appears to me if the clause re- 
mains unamended that there cannot be a 
more arbitrary or illogical standard than 
that proposed by the right hon. Gentle- 
man for reducing the ‘ithe rent-charge. I 
will not repeat what has been so forcibly 
stated by my hon. friend who has just 
spoken, but I wish to emphasise the fact 
that in every county in Ireland there are 
three classes of tenants—namely, present 
tenants, whose rents have been subject to 
the orders of the Land Commission; 
future tenants, who are not within the 
purview of the Acts at all; and a great 
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number of tenants whose rents are mode- 

rate, who have reasonable landlords, and 

whoare satisfied to pay on the old system. . 
Why should you select one, and that the 

smallest class, as the standard by which 

all the tithes are to be reduced? ‘There 

cannot be a more illogical or indefensible 

proposal. Tithes in England are revisable 

by a certain standard based on the price 

of corn. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman is now entering upon a dis- 
cussion which has already been disposed 
of. 


*SeRJEANT HEMPHILL: I will not 

pursue the point further. I was only 

about to remind the Committee what the 

existing standard in England is, because 

I am always glad, whenever I can, to 

adopt the procedure which obtains in this 

great country of England, with its great 

prosperity and its great wealth. Has any 

reason been assigned for this arbitrary 

standard? I could understand the argu- | 
ment, if the fact was so, although 

I would protest against it, that as 

all the rents in Ireland had been re- | 
dueed by the action of the Land Com- | 
mission, that universal reduction would | 
be adopted as the standard for reducing 

the tithe rent-charge. There would be | 
some substance in that argument, but it 

is wholly inconsistent and illogical to 

select this standard, especially when we 

recollect that, in the wisdom of Parlia- 

ment, it was decided years ago that, as 

far as ecclesiastical tithe-rent was con- 

cerned, it should not be revisable at all. 


'them to reduce their rents. 


Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.) said, to his 
own knowledge, there were many tenants 
in Ireland who had not their rents 
reduced at all, because they had been kept 
out of the courts by the ingenuity of 
clever agents, who always allowed arrears | 
to hang over them, and by that simple | 
means prevented them from taking ad- | 
vantage of the Act. Would the landlords | 
of these tenants have the same reduction | 
as the landlords on whose estates fair | 
rents had been fixed? He merely men- | 
tioned that to show the unfairness of the | 
manner in which the spoil was to be dis- | 
tributed. There was another class of 
tenants in Ireland who were fairly satis- | 
fied with their rents, and who had certain | 
turbary rights which they would lose if 
they’ went into the courts, and they pre- | 


{9 JuLy 1900} 


(Ireland) Bill. 


ferred to keep those rights rather than 
lose them by having their rents reduced. 
He should like to know what the state of 
Ireland would have been had not Parlia- 
ment compelled the Irish landlords to 
reduce the rents. A few weeks ago a 
very important English landlord told 
him that he had reduced his rents 
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|75 per cent., which he said was the 


general reduction throughout England. 
Assuming that the Irish landlords had 
been as sympathetic with their tenants 
and as anxious to see their tenants 
thrive as English landlords were, the law 
would never have stepped in to compel 
Morever, 
the English landlords made all the im- 
provements, whereas the Irish landlords 
not only made no improvements, but 
charged an exorbitant rent to the tenant 
for the improvements he himself had 
made. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
seems to me to be discussing the general 
land question. 


Mr. DOOGAN said he would put him- 
self in order. He wanted to show that 
the element of the compulsory reduction 
of rent which was necessary in order to 
make landlords do their duty in Ireland 
should not be adopted as an argument for 
the reduction of tithe. The basis of the 
distribution of the money was unfair, 
because many landlords on whose estates 
no reductions had been made would 
benefit equally with landlords on whose 
estates the rents had heen reduced. 
Under the Bill the landlords would get 
an enormous reduction, but if the Amend- 
ment were accepted they would still get 
a substantial reduction, though not to the 
extent now proposed. The limits of the 
question were very narrow. The pro- 
posed basis for the division of the money 
was erroneous, and would work unequally. 
He supported the Amendment because of 
the injustice that would be perpetrated if 
the Bill remained as it was. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Questicn be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 179 ; 
Noes, 106. (Division List No.190.) 
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Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. ) | 
M‘Killop, James | 
Malcolm, Ian 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Meysey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 


| Melville, Beresford Valentine | 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmo:t’n | 


Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles Jam2s 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
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More,Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. FE (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| O Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, Rich(LancsNewt’n 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, Rt. Hn. SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Round. James 

tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Saunderson, RtHn. Col. Edw. J. 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 


| Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 


| Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. 


Smith, Abel H. (Christchureh) 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell-(Birm. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worerstersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham George 
Wyvil, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mr. DILLON: I do not propose to} in which the rents payable to the person 


move my next Amendment on the Paper, PY 
as it refers back toa point in Clause 2 
which has already been decided. 


ever, propose to move the 


standing in the name of the hon. and 
learned Member for North Louth, which | 


1s— 
“In Clause 3, page 2, line 


cordingly,’ to insert, ‘ provided 
such tithe rent-charge payable to the Land 
Commission shall not be deemed to be : 
so varied to a greater amount than that | between tithe rent-charge payable to the 


able in respect 


Amendment 


whom such 


*THe CHAIRMAN : 
Amendment is out of order. 


tithe rent-charge is pay- 
of the hereditaments out of 


which the same is payable have been varied. 
I, how- | by the fixing of judicial rents as aforesaid.” 


I think that 
It raises 


points which the Committee have already 


35, after ‘ac- | decided. For 
that any 


Land Commission 
already decided to draw no distinction 


instance, in regard to the 
the Committee have 
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Land Commission and that payable to 
the lay impropriators; and the Com- 
mittee have just decided to draw no dis- 
tinction between those who have to pay 
tithe rent-charge who are in receipt of 
judicial rents and those who are not. 


Mr. DILLON: I have studied this 
matter very carefully, and I confess, with 
all submission, that I do not accept the 
interpretation which you, Mr. Lowther, 
put on the effect of the Amendment on 
other clauses. In the first place, this pro- 
posal is not to make the tithe rent-charge 
payable to the Land Commission invari- 
able, as the previous Amendment did, 
but it is a proviso that there should be 
some distinction between the tithe rent- 
charge payable to the Land Commission 
and that payable to lay impropriators. 
The previous Amendment would have 
cut the tithe rent-charge payable to 
the Land Commission completely out 
of the clause. The question raised 
by the latter portion of the Amend- 
ment is totally different, though some- 
what analogous — namely, that the 
advantage given to individuals partici- 
pating in these results should be propor- 
tioned to their receipt of judicial rents. 
I will put a case which I know personally. 
A man is the owner of an estate of which 
one half is left tenantless, and in respect 
of which he loses a portion of his income. 
The other half is let to another man. 
New, the judicial rents of the whole 
estate are affected, but the man who is 
compelled to pay tithe rent-charge on the 
whole estate loses his income in respect 


of half. The point of this Amend- 
ment is that he should only get 


the benefit of the reduction in respect of 
half the rent-charge. 


*THoe CHAIRMAN: I followed the 


argument of the hon. Gentleman, and I 


think I also understand his Amendment. | 


It seems to me that the Committee 
decided on Thursday last that no distine- 
tion 


propriators. As to the second part of the 


Amendment, the Committee have just | a new 
| will give the landlords a vastly greater re- 


decided that no distinction wil! be made 
between those persons whose rents have 


{9 Juty 1909} 








(Ireland) Bill. 1914 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to move to leave 
out Sub-section 2 of Clause 3. This sub- 
section provides for the carrying forward 
the variation according to judicial rents to 
each succeeding period of fifteen years, 


|and thereby emphasises the evil conse- 


quences of this proposed Act. I am not 
at all surprised that the Chief Secretary 
said he utterly denied that this provision 
for reducing tithe rent-charge according 
to judicial rents was based upon the fall 
in rents—although I was amazed at his 
courage in saying so—because if he had 
adhered to the position he took up in in- 
troducing the Bill, it would have been 
absolutely impossible for him to have 
resisted the last Amendment. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in introducing the Bill 
last year, said— 

“It must be remembered that the charge 
is a charge upon rents, and while rents have 
been greatly reduced under the supervision of 
a state tribunal the rent-charge can no longer 
be varied. While I am not prepared to place 
this grievance in the same category with the 
first-inentioned, [do think a hardship has been 
inflicted on the tithe-payer to which it would 
be desirable to apply a remedy, if a reasonable 
remedy can be found.”** 

I maintain that there is no meaning in 
that sentence at all if it does not mean 
that the grievance of the landlords was 
the reduction of rents in Ireland. Twenty- 
eight years ago the landlords of Ireland 
agreed to make the tithe rent-charge in- 
variable, and no reason has been given 
for a change in vhat settlement, except 
that the landlords have a grievance. 
But we are entitled to demand some 
explanation and definition of the 
nature of the grievance. According 
to the statement in the Dublin Duily 
Express, the landlords themselves admit 
that the standard, of which this sub- 
section of Clause 3 is a most vicious 
continuance, is one giving to them a far 
greater reduction than they would have 
got under the old law. Admitting for the 


'sake of argument that the landlords had 


will be made between tithe rent- | 
charge payable to the Land Commission | 
and tithe rent-charge payable to lay im- | 


| 


been judicially fixed and those whose | 


rents have not been judicially fixed. The 


a grievance—which I most certainly deny 
—no reason has been brought forward 
on behalf of the Government to show that 
the injustice should be remedied, not 
according to the old law, but according to 
a new and unheard of standard which 


duction than under the old law. I 
assert, without fear of contradiction, that 
from the first introduction of the Bill 


Amendment raises the same two questions | down to this hour, no attempt has been 


again. For these reasons I ask the hon. 


Member to move the next Amendment. 





*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. lxxi., page 494. 
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made to justify that change. This sub- 
section asks us to accept this vicious 
principle, and carry it on to successive 
periods of fifteen years, and the Govern- 
ment afford us no information as to what 
the reductions may amount to in the 


future, whether twenty, thirty, or fifty | 


per cent. I move to omit the sub-section 


because I believe it to be an illimitable | 


application of an extremely unjust and 
vicious principle, and because it is a leap 
in the dark, the effect of which is abso- 
lutely uncertain. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 36, to leave out Sub-sec- | 


tion 2.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Mr. FLYNN, in supporting the 
Amendment, maintained that the House 
was entitled to know what was to become 
of the Church Fund thirty or forty years 
hence. Where did the matterstand if, after 
the expiry of fifteen years, when this pro- 
vision was put into force, it was found 
that there was a further and dangerous 
incursion into the coffers of the Church 
Fund? The grants to the Agricultural 


Board and the Congested Districts Board | 


{COMMONS} 
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{the Church Fund, which might render it 
‘unable to perform its obligations. 
| It might be said that these results could 
|not occur, but in all probability they 
| would occur. If they did, was the re- 
| duction of the judicial rents to go on with 
| the reduction of tithes, and, if so, why ? 
So far as the Government was concerned, 
no argument urged against the sub-section 
| made the slightest impression, and it was 
a significant commentary upon this piece 
, of legislation that upon the only Irish 
| Bill of the session there was not a single 
member representing the Treasury pre- 
| sent to safeguard the Irish Church Fund. 
| Irish Members had long ceased to look to 
_ the Chief Secretary to safeguard any Irish 
fund, but they had hoped, if this step was 
to be taken with regard to the first fifteen 
years after the passing of the Act, it 
would have been limited to that, and the 
Government might then be left to deal 
with the condition of things which might 
then arise. Even at the eleventh hour 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
reconsider the position with regard to 
Sub-clause 2, and make some slight con- 
cession in a clause which bristled with 
difficulties. 


and other grants were all thrown upon | 


the Irish Church Fund, and yet the 
Government, not content with throwing 
all those charges upon it, were going a 
step further. How would the matter 
stand if at the end of thirty years the 
fund was put into such a condition that it 
could not meet its engagements? Would 
it not be better to allow the clause to run 
for fifteen years only? Then, if it was 
necessary, a further Bill could be intro- 
duced for another fifteen years. Under 
Sub-section 2 as it at present stood steps 
were being taken which would seriously 


imperil the Irish Church Fund ; that was | 


a very serious matter. This sub-section 
set up a very dangerous principle. With 
regard to the Land Act they knew to an 
extent where they were ; that the average 


reductions which had been made since | 


1881 could be pretty well ascertained ; 
but when Sub-section 2 came to be con- 
sidered they were dealing with a hypo- 


thetical set of figures. Let the Committee | 


assume for a moment that, owing to the 
increased importation of foreign produce, 
prices continued to decline; the reductions 
for the second period of fifteen years 
would be much greater than the reduc- 
tions during the first period, and that 
would wake a still further incursion into 


Mr. Dillon, 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL joined in the 
appeal to the right. hon. Gentleman to 
leave out the sub-clause. It was a most 
reasonable suggestion that the experiment 
should not be made perpetual, and by 
leaving out the sub-clause it would always 
be open to the Legislature to say whether 
this legislation should at the end of fifteen 
years be renewed or not. He desired to 
call the attention of the Committee to the 
fact that this particular clause applied to 
both ecclesiastical and lay tithes. They 
already knew that during the last fifteen 
years in many parts of Ireland rents 
had been greatly reduced—334 per 
cent. in some instances; and_ the 
effect of this sub-clause would be to 
whittle away the ecclesiastical tithe 
rent-charge to a very great extent. The 
| Government did not appear to apprehend 
the fact that this was a leap in the dark ; 
the Church Fund itself was nothing more 
than the accumulation of the revenue of 
the tithe rent-charge, which amounted to 
some £200,000 a year. It was the only 
| fund existing to pay the costs of all the 
charitable Acts of Parliament passed for 
| the benefit of Ireland, which, if that fund 
| was whittled down, would all fall upon 
‘the Exchequer. Under those circum- 
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stances, why perpetuate a state of things | 


until it was found whether it was right | 
orwrong? With regard to the lay tithes, 
he had put a question to the right hon. | 
Gentleman, in order to prepare for this | 
discussion, asking for information as to 

the amount of the lay tithes. The | 
attitude which the right hon. Gentleman | 
took up was that the Government had no 

means of ascertaining the amount of the 

lay tithes, which was quite possible and 

reasonable, seeing that the lay tithes were 

private property. But the revenue from 

the lay tithes I have heard stated to | 
amount to £140,000 or £150,000 a 

year, and that was private property and 

dealt with as such, yet a perpetual clause 

was introduced into the Bill which might 

whittle that down to nothing if prices | 
continued to fall and depression continued | 
to exist for the next fifteen years, be- 
cause that would necessitate further re- 

ductions. The Committee really did not 

realise how far-reaching the evil might 

be, and he hoped under the circumstances 

the right hon. Gentleman would accept 

the Amendment. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR, who was very 
indistinctly heard, was understood to say 
that he had been attacked for not having 
given the reasons for this ciause. He 
had given his reasons more than once, but 
he invariably found that, when he had sat 
down, hon. Gentlemen jumped up and 
asked for them again. He would, there- 
fore, confine himself entirely to the ques- 
tion of whether the variations which the | 
Committee had decided should take place | 
during fifteen years should be continued 
for a further period. The only argument 
urged against that was the effect which 
this provision would have on the Courch 
Fund. But in the Memorandum made in 
the previous year allowance was made for 
afurther increase in the average reduction 
of rents in Ireland to the extent of from 
20 to 30 per cent. He did not himself 
look forward to an indefinite series of 
reductions in the rents of Irish land. 
Those reductions, of course, must depend 
vrincipally upon the fall of prices, but he 
did not think that they might look for- 
ward seriously for a very long time to) 
come to reductions taking place that 
would impoverish the Church Fund to 
anything like the extent which the hon. 
and learned Member anticipated. Taking | 
all reductions into account, the Church | 
Fund would suffice to meet all the) 


{9 JuLty 1900} 
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burdens upon it up to 1947, and even 
after that would be able to afford a large 
sum annually to the Department of Agri- 
culture. Under those circumstances he 
thought he might fairly say that no 
serious danger need be apprehended to 
any of the purposes for which the Church 
Fund was security for the next generation, 
and if after thirty years the Church Fund 
should prove unequal to the burden of 
£70,000 for the Agricultural Department, 
that would be subject to such revision as. 
the Treasury might deem necessary. But, 
for a generation at least, certainly the 
Church Fund would meet all its liabili- 
ties. If such an improbable contingency 
should arise that the fund could not bear 
the £70,000 for the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, it would be for Parliament to. 
consider how the deficiency should be 
met. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wick- 
low, W.) said that his objection 
to the clause was that by it a 


perpetual arrangement was made by 
which the landlords were really made: 
the possessors and manipulators of the 
Irish Church Fund. He thought the 
operation of the sub-section should be 
restricted to the next fifteen years. If 
that were done it might be considered a 
reasonable modification of the clause. 
That the landlords were to be the: posses- 
sors of the Church Fund im perpetuity 
was not reasonable, and he hoped there- 
fore that the right hon. Gentleman would 
limit the operation of the clause to fifteen 
years. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that the 
hon. Gentleman who had just sat down 
had put the case fairly and succinctly. 
Bill, like a great many other 
measures passed for: Ireland by English 
legislators, cursed: him. that gave and him 
that received. He had heard that it 
would not benefit the Irish landlords to 
any great extent. Only about £40,000: 
would go into their pockets. That amount 
distributed amongst a great many land- 
lords would only result in a very small 
sum for each—so small that it reminded 
one of the story of the man who, during 
the revolution of 1848, went to. Lord 
Rothschild and said all men are brothers, 
and demanded his. share of wealth. 
Lord Rothschild gave him 10: centimes, 
and said that if he gave all his brothers a. 
like amount it was.more than they, ought. 
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to receive. 
would be small. At the same time, 


fund. The Agricultural 


{COMMONS} 


The result to the individual | the right hon. and gallant Gentleman, 
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| He congratulated the Member for North 
£40,000 would be a serious peril to the | 


Board had 


£70,000 which they levoted to agricul- | 


ture. 
which they were able to do with it in 
benefiting the various districts was very 
large indeed. In this Bill the right hon. 


It wasa large sum, but the good | 


Gentleman ran the risk of interfering | 


with the good work done 
Board, simply in order to 
an infinitesimal contribution into 
pockets of the Irish landlords. 

alone was a sufficient condemnation 
the clause. He did not understand how 
the right hon. Gentleman could be _pre- 
cluded from accepting the Amendment of 
his hon. friend. 
with the working of the Bill, and by 


put 
That 


by this | 
the | 


of » 


It would not interfere | 


adopting the Amendment no new precedent | 


would be created, because in the Irish 
Agricultural Rating Bill, passed a few 
sessions previously, a similar limitation 
was imposed. After a Parliamentary in- 
quiry, the Government consented to limit 
the operation of that Act to five years. 
He hoped, therefore, in the present case 
the right hon. Gentleman would see his 
way to comply with the reasonable re- 
quest of the Irish Members to limit this 


Armagh on the extraordinary political 
adroitness by which the landlords of 
Ulster had been able to convince the 
loyal but violently rack-rented farmers of 
that province that they were doing so 
exceedingly well by their English con- 
nection. The reduction of 25 per cent, 
in the second statutory term, added to 
the reduction in the first statutory term 
in Ulster, made altogether something like 
45 to 50 per cent. If that was to go on 
what was to become of the Irish Church 
Fund? The right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary had come to the extra- 
ordinary conclusion that the reduction of 
rents in Ireland had c)me to an end. 
How did he know ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR remarked that 
reductions could not go on for ever. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR hoped the right 


hon. Gentleman would be in office in 


| another House of Commons—which was 


‘land purchase. 


measure not for five years or even ten, | 


but for fifteen years, which could not be 
considered not to be a reasonable time 
to give for the experiment. This 
clause meant that the landlords would 
hold a perpetual mortgage 
Church Fund. 
the reduction in the second statutory 
term—that was to say, the reduction not 
on the original rents, but the reduced 
rents—was in Antrim 25 per cent. and 
Fermanagh 24 per cent. The average 
reduction in the province of Ulster was 


25 per cent., in the province of Leinster | 
‘the effect the right 


24°3, in the province of Connaught 23°8, 
and in the province of Munster 21°3. He 
might interject the observation that the 
more he went into the question of rent 
reduction in Ireland the more convinced 
was he that the farmers who had suffered 
most from exorbitant and unconscionable 
rack-renting were those of the loyal 
Unionist province of Ulster, for whom the 
right hon. and 





at least possible—and that he would bring 
in a measure which would abolish rent 
altogether in the greater part of [reland by 
a judicious and fair system of compulsory 
That was, perhaps, what 
the right hon. Gentleman had in his mind, 
and to that extent he agreed with him 


| that these reductions could not go on for 


over the | 
In Ulster he found that 


ever. At the same time they saw no sign 
of that step now. The causes which had 
produced the present reduction of rent 
were still going on. What he might 


/almost call the wickedness of this Bill 


practically was that it might, by the re- 
demption of tithes, reduce to the vanish- 


ing point that magnificent fund which was 


doing such wonderful work in Ireland. 


| While this clause perpetuated what they 


regarded as an injury, it would not have 
hon. Gentleman 


anticipated. If the right hon. Gentle- 


/man had any hallucination that this clause, 


| place. 


Member for orth Armagh and | 
other such gentlemen were the 
advocates in that House. It was now 


near the dinner hour, and he hoped his 


| the last six or seven days. 


or any other clause, would have the 
effect of stopping the mouths and the 
demands of the landlords of Ireland, he 
must have come to that conclusion within 
At the very 


/moment when he was pushing this Bill 


owe Gentleman the | 


through the House, the landlords of 
Ireland defeated his colleagues in another 
In pushing this Bill the right hon. 
Gentleman was using precious Parliamen- 
tary time—time which the Leader of the 


congratulations might aid the appetite of | House found so valuable that he was not 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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able to give it to any measure called con- 
tentious in any sense of the word—time 
« valuable that the children of the 
country could not be relieved from the 
tyranny of wicked and _ unprincipled 
jarents who sent them to the public-hcuse. 
At the very moment when the right hon. 
Gentleman was wasting Parliamentary 
tine by pushing this Bill through the | 
House, his friends and protégés were | 
bringing in their claim for another piece 
of impossible relief in another House. 
This Bill would have the effect of doing 
great injustice to the tenantry of Ireland. 
it would seriously impede the best and | 
the only good Department in Ireland, 
ad at the same time it would bring no 
jeace or Satisfaction to the class it was 
intended to benefit. 





Mr. G. W. BALFOUR was understood 
to say that the conclusion the hon. Mem- 
her had come to in regard to the effect of 
the redemption of tithes on the Church 
Fund was not in accordance with his own | 
expectation. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) com- | 
jlained that the provisions of the 3ill | 
vere so complicated, and the information | 
supplied so meagre, that it was difficult | 
to form any true idea of the effects of the | 
measure. 


Attention called to the fact that forty | 
Members were not present (Dr. TANNER, | 
(Cork County, Mid). House counted, and, | 
fortv Members being found present, 


Mr. POWER contended that it would 
ve very much fairer if, instead of making 
this charge a charge in perpetuity, the 
standard was tried for the first fifteen | 
years, and then it could be re-considered. | 
The fund upon which the charge was to | 


{9 JuLy 1900} 


| to the next fifteen years. 


| made. 
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payers should have any such terms offered 
to them, as they were perfectly well 
satisfied with the terms they received 
when the Church was disestablished. 
The Chief Secretary had made the 
admission that it was quite possible there 
would be larger calls upon the fund than 
were anticipated, in which case the grant 
to the Agricultural Department would be 
jeopardised to some extent, but that then 
Ireland would have a very good claim to 
come to the House and ask for a grant 
out of Imperial funds. That was an 
admission they were glad to have, but 
how did they know who would be on the 


| Treasury bench when that time came? 


This proposal would not satisfy the land- 


‘lords, but at the same time it would dis- 
| sipate a fund which, by judicious manage- 


ment, might do great good to the country 
generally. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR desired to 
make a last appeal to the Chief Secre- 
tary to limit the operation of the clause 
The right hon. 
Gentleman had with an iron inflexibility 
stuck to every word of the Bill, and had 
conceded nothing whatever to the repre- 
sentatives from Ireland. He admired the 
right hon. Gentleman’s firmness when he 
had a good case, but this was an iniquitous 


| Bill, and in such a case firmness was not 


a virtue, but a vice. If the experiment 
was limited to the fifteen years, the mat- 


| ter could then be again considered, and 


any further necessary changes might be 
Surely the Chief Secretary could 
concede that much to the universal 
demand of Members from Ireland. 


Mr. FLYNN declared that the Trea- 
sury Memorandum of 1899 could not be 
accepted, because four years previously a 

reasury Minute declared that the Irish 





be made was established for purposes of | Church Fund could not bear any further 
gneral public utility, and no one could | Charges without serious danger of insol- 
contend that the object to which the | Vency. Moreover, the belated document 
money was to be applied in this case was | Of 1899 could not be taken as authentic, 
oe of “general public utility.” There | 8 1t was evidently a “cooked” Memo- 
were certain crying demands, such as |Tandum prepared for an obvious and 
education and migration, which would | specific purpose. 

come within that category, but certain ner 
the relief of the at eg a of prea rr. 

tenting landlords would not. He| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 139 ; 
iltogether failed to see why these tithe- | Noes, 76. (Division List No. 192.) 


AYES. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 





Balfour,Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Barry, RtHnAH Smith-(Hur ts 
Bethell, Commander 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arrol, Sir William Balearres, Lord 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r) 
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Mr. DILLON said he did not intend to | 
move the Amendment standing in the | 
name of the hon. Member for North | 
Louth, although he believed he would be 
in order in doing so. The Amendment he | 
wished to propose was to provide “ that 
the owners of lay impropriate tithe rent- | 
charge may elect to have the tithe payable | 
to them varied according to the provi-| 
sions of the present law.” He protested | 
against mixing up two utterly different 
subjects. Observe what this Bill pro- 
posed to do with lay impropriate tithes. 
Those tithes were private property, and 
had been private property since the | 
Reformation. They were just as much 
private property as railway or any other 
stock. In dealing with lay impropriate | 
tithes there was no question of a griev- 
ance in the same sense as had been con- 
tended in the case of the landlords. Lay 
impropriate tithes had been dealt with as | 
private property, and had been bought 
and sold for many generations without 
any variation. He did not know any 
class of property which had been more 
frequently sold, and _ these tithes 
were very frequently made the  sub- 
ject of investments under marriage | 
settlements. These tithes had always 
been valued in accordance with a certain 
standard. In some parts of the country 
they were variable in proportion to the 
price of oats, and in other parts in propor- 
tion to the price of wheat. But whether 
they were variable according to the price 
of wheat or oats, those who had bought 
and sold them had done so upon the basis , 
of the price of the article with which they 
were varied,” The necessity for legisla- 
tion in the case of lay impropriate tithes 
appears to arise from a totally different 
cause than the necessity for legislation in 
the case of ecclesiastical tithe-payers. In. 
this case the only necessity is the neglect 
of the Government in Dublin to publish 
the average prices of oats and wheat in 
the Dublin Gazette. But whatever differ- 
ence arose in the case of lay impropriator 
tithe-payers would be removed by a single 
clause making the variations depend on the 
prices published in the Annual Reports of 
the Land Commissioners. That would 
remove the difficulty, and restore the 
owners and the payers of these tithes to 
their strict and well ascertained and legal 
rights which had prevailed since 1838. 
The Government in this Bill proposed | 
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to deal with private property in 
a way in which it was never proposed 
to be dealt with before. Without a 
shadow of reason or ground, the Govern- 
ment proposed to deal with this private 
property by introducing a new standard 
of variation never heard of before, which 
would, in many instances, reduce this 
private property by a greater percentage 
than it was legally rateable under the pre- 
sent law. Let them consider the case of 
the person of moderate income, who held 
£50 invested in lay impropriate tithes. 
Suppose that was in a district where oats 
was the measure of the value, and where 
they were entitled to get tithes revised 
on the basis of the price of oats. If he 
got them revised on that basis under the 
present law he might obtain 10, 12, or 15 
per cent. reduction. But because the 


‘authorities at Dublin Castle neglected to 


publish in the Dublin Guzette the average 
price of oats and wheat, which was 
necessary for this man to get his tithes 
revised, the Government now came for- 
ward and proposed a Bill under which 
the tithe would be revised on a new scale, 
which would cut away from the owner of 
this private property a much larger per- 
centage of the property than would be 
the case under the present law. What 


/excuse do the Government give for such 


a scheme? They propose to apply Sub- 
section 2 of Clause 3 to the lay impro- 
priate tithes as well as to the eccle- 
siastical tithes, with the result that this 
private property will be reduced by a 
further 25, 30, or 40 per cent. in future. 
During the twenty years he had been in 
this House he had never heard such a 
monstrous proposition. So peculiar was 
this tithe that the man who was paying it 
might be twenty times as wealthy as the 
man who was receiving it. It might be 
the Duke of Devonshire who was paying 
the tithe, and it might be some very poor 
widow who was receiving it. Without 
rhyme or reason or just cause it was now 
proposed to cut down the value of this 
private property. He waited with much 
curiosity to hear the excuse the Govern- 
ment would put forward for this extra- 
ordinary proposal. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 3, line 5, at the end of the clause, 
to add the words, ‘Provided always that 
owners of lay impropriate tithe rent-charge 
may elect to have the tithe payable to them 
varied «according to the provisions of the 
present law’ ”—(Mr, Dillon.) 


2P 2 
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Question proposed, “ That those words 


be there added.” 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Member should remember that the 
Government had been obliged to touch 
the tithe problem in consequence of the 
difficulties to which reference had been 
made, and partly in consequence of the 
hardships which the Acts of 1869 and 
1872 threw upon the _ tithe-owners. 
Having been compelled to deal with 
the question and to recognise the inde- 
fensibility of the existing system of 
variation, the Government determined 
in consequence of the many difficulties in 
the way to reform the whole system. 
This had been done by means of this Bill, 
and he could not allow any exception like 
that suggested by the hon. Member in the 
Amendment. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL said the right 
hon. Gentleman had referred to two 
alterations by statute in regard to lay 
impropriate tithes, but he wished to point 
out that those alterations were made at 


the earnest supplication of the lay impro- | 
He knew that hon. | 


priators themselves. 
Members from Ireland sometimes attacked 
great interests, but on this occasion they 
were defending the rights of property 
the owners of which were poor people. 
To them every single farthing was of 
very great consequence. Every Irish 
lawyer must recollect, if he had not for- 
gotten his law, that lay impropriate 


tithes used to form a very important part | 


of Irish marriage settlements. The 
amounts were generally not more than 
£1,500 or £2,000, but these tithes were 
adopted as securities because they were 
a first charge upon the land, and they 
formed a capital security to those persons 
to whom every single farthing was of im- 
portance. What did the right hon. Gen- 
tleman propose todo? He proposed to 
render that which was now secure 
insecure. This was a perfect invasion of 
the law of property. The owner of lay 


impropriate tithes was a poor man, and | 


the person benefited by this proposal was 
arich man. This variation according to 
the fixed standards of the price of wheat 
and oats had prevailed since 1838, and 


that value had been understood, and now | 


a reduction was proposed in that pro- 
perty which was not called for in any 
way. Unfortunately he did not believe 
hon. Members opposite had read this 
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Bill, tor it would be an insult to their 


, intelligence to assume that if they had 
| read it they would vote for it. 


( ; Up to the 
present time lay impropriate tithes had 
been considered as good a security as the 


National Debt, and there was no excuse 


for this proposal. If the First Lord of 
the Treasury understood it, as he does 
not, he would say that there was no ex- 
cuse for attacking private property in this 
way. He (Mr. Swift MacNeill) was de- 
lighted to pose for once as the defender of 
the rights of property. The money invested 
in these tithes belonged to the very poor, 
and it was a monstrous thing to disturb the 
value of that property in this manner, 
This was a miserable attempt to rob the 
very poor. They must recollect that the 
second portion of this very atrocious 
section applied to lay impropriate tithes. 


|The excuse for doing this was that the 


old system of revising upon the standard 
of wheit and oats had failed. Why had 
it failed? Simply through the folly and 
malfeasance of the Government them- 
selves, who had not published the prices 
in the Dublin Gazette. He thought the 
Amendment proposed by his hon. friend 
was a just and reasonable one, for it simply 
gave the owners of these lay impropriate 
tithes the option of having their tithes 
revised in accordance with the system 
which had prevailed for more than two 
generations. Lay impropriate tithes were 
held by individuals, as distinguished from 
ecclesiastical tithes, which were held by 
the Church. He hoped his hon. friend 
would go to a division, for a more un- 
conscionable attack upon private pro- 
perty he never heard of before being 
proposed from the Front Bench. It was 
all the more unconscionable because it 
was going to attack the poor for the 
benefit of the rich, and it was an attack 
made in the interests of the landlords. 
A more revolutionary measure he had 
never heard of. 


| *Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
ton): This Amendment is one of a totally 
different character to others which have 
been moved. It appears to me to be an 
Amendment which I should havesupposed, 
from my knowledge of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary, he 
would either have accepted or would 
| have expressed his regret at not being 

able to accept. I confess I was astonished 
|to hear from him a speech so irrelevant 
| and flippant in answer to a complaint 
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made in very moderate terms, that | 
it shows that the Bill is in the 
hands of a man who wishes to carry it | 
through without giving himself the intel- | 
lectual trouble of seeing how it will | 
operate. I am not given ‘+o using) 
language of this kind, but I use that | 
language in this case because, knowing 
the great intellectual ability of the right 
hon. Gentleman, I cannot think that he was 
honouring this Committee in treating us 
to that speech. I am going to put as 
plainly as I can, and without the use of 
any language that might aggravate, the 
meaning of this Amendment and the | 
claim for its acceptance. Tithes always 
were a charge on the gross produce of | 
the land. They passed into the hands of 
private persons, and they were bought 
and sold with well-defined legal rights, | 
namely, rights to such and such a propor- | 
tion of the gross return of the land. The | 
difficulty of collecting them made the 
owners willing to alter the shape but not | 
the nature of their right, and conse- 
quently Tithe Commutation Acts were | 
passed not only with the consent of the | 
payers of the tithes, but at the earnest | 
desire of the receivers. Gradually 
the tithes got into more definite form, 
until at last they came to be a certain 
number of quarters of certain agricul- | 
tural produce the price of which was 
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fixed in a specified way, and they | 
were paid not in kind but in| 
money. In that form they passed into | 

bs | 


the hands of persons whose fate is in our 
hands to-night. Large quantities of tithe 
passed into public hands and the Legisla- | 
ture felt it might deal more freely with | 
them, and they were commuted for a fixed | 
payment gladly accepted by the landlords. | 
But the Legislature did not touch the | 
tithes which had passed into private hands | 
and which were the subject of definite 
legal rights. Now we come to the cry of | 
the landlords who pay tithes that are in | 
public hands that they would like the | 
fixed impost they had gladly accepted in | 
lieu »f the variable demands on them | 
changed, and the Government has decided | 
that it must be changed. It is going to| 
be altered in this way. If judicial rents 
have gone down, then this fixed impost 
isto be put down also. But how about 
those who have no fixed impost? Their 
returns have also been going down, be- 
cause the price of the produce on which 
the tithe was based has been going down, 
and now it is proposed to strike these 
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tithes down again, because in consequence 
of produce going down rents have also 
gone down. I[s it just that they should be 
punished twice? They have already borne 
the consequences of the fall of wheat and 
oats, and now you are going to reduce 
them still lower because the fall of wheat 
and oats has affected rents. I say 
that that is unjust. These tithe- 
owners are to be punished more severely 
by making them take the consequence 
twice over of the fall of wheat and oats. 
But apart from this consideration there is a 


| special injustice in making tithes go down 


in the same proportion as judicial rents. 


| Judicial rents, like all other rents, are the 


value of the margin between the return of 
the land and the necessary cost of pro- 
ducing that return, and that margin we 
know in many parts of England has fallen 
to nothing. The reduction in the value 
of a marginal return like a rent is ina 
far higher ratio than the reduction in the 
price of produce. You now propose to 
reduce the tithes in proportion to the 
reduction in rents, although these tithe- 
owners have already taken the conse- 
quences of the fall in the price of produce, 


because it was part of the bargain they 
entered into, and to which they loyally 


adhered. You are going to tell them after 
they have borne the burden of these bad 
years, that because you want to relieve 
the landlords of a fixed impost, you are 
going to reduce the returns they pur- 
chased, and reduce them in this ex- 
aggerated manner. I was going to say, 
“exaggerated and unjust manner,” but the 
word “unjust” is perfectly needless, 
because you have no right to meddle with 
private property at all when no public 
need demands it. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite display a scrupulous devotion 
to the rights of private property, and I 
do not blame them for it. These rights 
only ought to give way when a great public 
need demands it, and I am perfectly cer- 
tain if this were an English Bill it would 
be howled down, and no one would have 
dared to suggest on this side of the 
channel that a peaceable set of proprietors 
of property of this kind should in face 
of no public need have their property 
altered in this way. If we are ever going 
to make Ireland a contented: part of this 
realm we must be as sensitive to Irish 
questions as we are to English questions ; 
and if hon. Gentlemen opposite de- 
liberately shut their ears to the plain 
and simple demand that these people 
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should be allowed to enjoy that which | 
they have purchased, it will confirm that 

belief in Ireland—which is the greatest | 
difficulty we have in uniting it heartily | 
with our great country—that no one cares 

a button whether an injustice is done to 

Ireland or not. 
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but that is the fact notwithstanding. 
Therefore, when ‘an Amendment is pro- 
posed that an option should be given to 
the tithe rent-charge payer of taking the 
system set up by the Bill or the existing 
law, it is really no option at all. I doubt 
whether the hon. and learned Gentleman 


ever heard of the Act of 1824, of Goul- 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
*RELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- | 
derry, N.): The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man could not have spoken with greater 
confidence if he had known something 
of the subject. It has been my fortune, 
good or ill, to have had to devote some | 
study to the tithe question in Ireland, and 
to have listened to remarks upon it by 
various speakers, and I can confidently 
say that I never heard anyone approach 
the subject in such blank ignorance as the 
hon. and learned gentleman. This 
Amendment, which, by the way, the hon. 
and learned Gentleman did not. read 
to the House, and which I do not think 
he could have read, even for his own pri- 
vate information, gives the tithe - owner | 
the option of selecting either the system 
set up in the Bill or the existing system ; 
but the hon. and learned Gentleman does 
not know that there is no existing system 
in Ireland. 


Mr. DILLON : The right hon. Gentle- 
man is misrepresenting the Amendment, 
which evidently he has not read. There 
is not a word in it about the existing | 
system ; it only refers to the existing 
law. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I take it for granted | 
that what is meant bv that is the existing 
system. If that is so, it means that, | 
instead of the system set up in the Bill, 
the tithe-owner should be allowed to 
select the existing law, which gives him no 
relief, and cannot give him any relief 
unless it be revised. The reason it gives | 
no relief is because, according to the | 
existing law, when revision is brought 
about, you compare the price of either 
wheat or oats mentioned in the certificate 
with the average price of wheat or oats 
for the‘seven years preceding the date of 
the application ; but such average prices 
have not been kept since 1879, and there- 
fore, if they were set on foot now there 
would not be the material on which to 
work for a revision under the existing law 
for the next six years. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman was not aware of that, 


Mr. Moulton. 


bourne’s Act of 1832, or Stanley’s Act of 
1838, because he appeared to me to talk 
as if tithes in Ireland were as they are in 
England, subject to revision from year to 
year. What are the facts? In 1828, 
the owners of tithes were forced to 
take a composition regulated on certain 
lines, whether they liked it or not, 
and yet the hon. and learned Gentleman 
speaks as if there had been no interfer- 
ence with tithe property. I suppose he 
is talking in ignorance of the legislation 
on the subject, because whether it was 
right or not there was legal interference 
both in 1832 and 1838. In 1838 the 
tithes that had been settled on Irish 


_ settlements were deliberately cut down by 


25 per cent. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: With the 
consent of the people themselves. 


Mr. ATKINSON: On the contrary. 
In 1838 a different system of revision was 
adopted, because the tithes were revised 
according to the price of wheat or oats. 
Wheat or oats were not fair samples of 
produce, and were not fair. samples of 
what the tithe was entitled to take. They 
were merely selected because the records 
of the prices of these two cereals had 
been preserved for other and entirely 
different purposes, and that machinery 
was taken as a test of revision. That is 
a bad system, and it has become impossible 
to work it owing to the fact that the 
officer whose duty it was to furnish these 
averages has ceased to exist. It is a 
cumbersome and difficult system, and the 
system which we prop ose is, as we think, 
more reasonable. It is automatic, and 


‘will produce more uniform and regular 


results. So far from there being an in- 
vasion of private property any more than 
has taken place under previous Acts, 
nothing can be further from the truth. 
Tithes have always been subject to re- 
vision, and we maintain that more justice 
will be done and more uniform results 
will be obtained under the system we 
propose than under the previous system. 
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*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: It appears to | the debate until I have sat down. A 
me from the two speeches we have heard | lessee of tithe might have covenanted 
from the Treasury Bench that the great; years ago to pay £100 a_ year, 
weapon being used in defence of this in-| expecting to get £150 from the 
defensible Bill is to sneer at the argu-| tithes. He is irrevocably bound to pay 
ments advanced on this side of the House. | that £100 as long as his lease continues ; 
The Chief Secretary commeneed by sneer- | but if the tithe is to be reduced in this 
ing at the arguments of the Member for | way, instead of making a profit he may 
East Mayo, and said he was astonished | suffer a loss, as the tithe may pay less than 
tosee him stand up and protest against | £100 a year. That is only one of the 
interference with the rights of property ; | innumerable illustrations which might 
but in indulging that sneer he forgot how | be cited. Again, a jointure of £200 a 
vulnerable himself and his party are in| year may be charged on a tithe worth 
bringing in a measure more confiscatory | £300 a year, and the result of this Bill 
than any measure ever introduced into | will be to cut away the property on 
this House with regard to the private | which the jointure ischarged. The point 
rights of property. My right hon. and | of my hon. and learned friend’s argument 
learned friend who has just spoken | has not been fairly met, nor has the 
thought fit to attempt to disparage one argument of the Member for East Mayo 
of the ablest, if not the very ablest,| been appreciated, because that hon. 
contribution to the debate we have | Gentleman in introducing this Amend- 
heard during the four days the Bi!l| ment said that it was quite true that 
has been under discussion. He felt his | there should be some change in the law 
withers gall under the unanswerable | in order to reinstate the old system of 
arguments of my hon. and learned friend, | the average price of corn as the standard 
because he failed to meet the gravamen | for adjusting the tithe. That was lost 
of that speech, which was that without | sight of altogether, and I would remind 
any public demand or necessity or any | the Committee that so late as 1882 
agitation for it, the Government are | tithe in England was made to depend on 
eutting away the very foundations of | the price of corn, the prices being ascer- 
property which for centuries has been | tainedand determined by what is called the 
held in the ordinary way as any other | Corn Returns Acts, and it is on the aver- 
fee simple estate. My right hon. and | age of seven years prices of corn that the 
learned friend cannot deny that. These | tithe system of England depends. Would 
tithes have been the subject of settlement | the Committee listen to any change in or 
over and over again. They have been | encroachment on that system? My right 
the subject of marriage settlements, of | hon. and learned friend says, “Oh, but 
mortgages, and of sales; and I know, | there was the Act of 1824 and Goul- 
because my attention has been called to bourne’s Act and Stanley’s Act, by which 
it by friends, that this Bill will inflict | a reduction in tithe was made.” But my 
the greatest hardships in many respects. | right hon. and learned friend forgets the 
Jointures have been charged with these | lessons of history, and especially of the 
lay tithes, and if this Amendment is not | history of Ireland. In_ the early 
carried, very great hardship will result. I| part of the century Ireland was almost 
happen to know a case where a lease of in a state of revolution because of 
lay tithe was ‘taken for a long number of | the determination of the people not 
years, the lessee paying a fixed rent, just |to pay tithes which were then paid 
as if he had taken the lease of a farm. | by the tillers of the soil. We have only 
The lessee is bound to pay that rent, | to take up an Annual Register to see that 
whatever happens. | tithe-collectors were shot by the dozen. I 
do not know whether my right hon. and 

THe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir | learned friend ever indulges in a study of 

Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) :/ the history of Ireland. If not he ought 
That would not be so under the Land| to do so. Does he not recollect the 
Acts. famous battle in Ireland where several 
' policemen were shot in endeavouring to 
*SERJEANT HEMPHILL : I am speak- | force the payment of tithes? It was these 
ing of a lessee of tithe, andthe Land Acts | events that led to the Stanley Act, and 
do not apply ; and I would ask my right | under the Act of 1838 the tithe was re- 
hon. friend to reserve his contributions to | duced 25 per cent. in consideration of its 
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being made a first charge on the land, and | 
the tithe-owner had no longer to subject | 
himself to the danger of being shot. He | 
was only too glad of the change, and yet | 
that is the Act referred to by my right 
hon. and learned friend as an argument 
in favour of this confiscatory measure. 
It was merely by a decision of the Court, 
on which there was great difference of 
opinion, that because the returns had not 
been published in the Dublin Gazette, it 
was laid down that there was no standard 
by which revision could take place. But. 
that could have been remedied by a short | 
Act of Parliament, or even by a clause in 
this Bill. Therefore the argument of the 
hon. and learned Member for Launceston 
stands completely unanswered and un- 
answerable ; and it will be impossible 
now or hereafter to justify this aggression 
on private property, which may affect 
many orphans and widows, and as to the 
extent of which the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite has not furnished materials to 
enable the House toe form a judgment, 
although I have seen it stated, I know 
not with what accuracy, that the lay tithe 
amounts to a million and a half a year. 


Tithe Rent-Churge 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: It is not my 
business to make any reference to the 
tone adopted by the right hon. Gentle- 
man towards one of the most brilliant 
members of his profession in this House, 
when the right hon. Gentleman was 
denouncing the interference of an English- , 
man in Irish business. While attacking 
the hon. and learned Member for Laun- 
ceston for ignorance and unintelligence in 
Irish affairs, the right hon. Gentleman 
might have done the justice to correctly 
state what he did. say, and not put into 
his mouth words and principles which he 
did not enunciate. For instance, the 
right hon. Gentleman said that the hon. 
and learned Member for Launceston had | 
declared that the rights of private pro- 
perty had never been interfered with, and 
then he went on triumphantly, as an | 
answer to that, to point out that in 1824 
there had been legislative interference 
with the rights of tithe-owners in Ireland. , 
In the first place, the statement of my 
hon. and learned friend’s principle was | 
incorrect ; and, in the second place, the | 
inference which the right hon. Gentle- | 
man drew from that incorrect statement | 
was fallacious. What my hon. and | 
learned friend said was that the rights of | 
private property were never interfered | 

Serjeant Hemphill. 


{COMMONS} 
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with in this House unless a public neces- 
sity had been shown for it. Does the 
right hon. Gentleman really mean the 
Committee to believe that my hon. and 


'learned friend was stupid or childish 


enough to say that the rights of private 
property had never been interfered with ? 


|My hon. and learned friend never laid 


down any such an absurd proposition, 
His proposition was that when you come 


'to interfere with private property you 


ought to show a great public necessity for 
so doing ; and his object was to demon- 
strate that the Government were inter- 
fering with the rights of private property 
without showing an absolute necessity 
for it. 


Mr. ATKINSON: What I said was 
that there was no interference in this Bill 
with the rights of private property dif- 
ferent in kind or nature from that to 
which tithes have been subjected from 
the year 1824. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: That is an 
entirely different point. The Act of 1824 
was a very great and serious interference 
with the rights of tithe ownership ; but 
then that was because there was a great 
public necessity for so doing. The right 
hon. Gentleman is quite as familiar as my 
hon. and learned friend with the history 
of tithes in Ireland. Early in the century 
all over Ireland the payment of tithes by 
the occupiers of the soil was resisted, and 
scenes of bloodshed and murder were 
frequent during that armed resistance. 
In 1825, the very year after the Act of 
1824 was passed interfering with the 
tithes, Archdeacon Trench, in the county 
of Tipperary, raised a riot in which life 
was lost, because he endeavoured to 
sequestrate a number of geese in carrying 
out his right of tithe. So hot and wide. 
spread was the feeling against the pay- 


ment of tithes in Ireland by the occupants 


of the soil, that even the collection of a 
few geese or a few sheaves of corn was 
quite sufficient to produce a riot in which 
blood was shed. In the face of these facts 
the right hon. the Attorney General has 
the coolness to come down here, when 
there is no demand in Ireland for it, no 
resistance of the tithe - payers, no 
petitions from them, and introduce a Bill 
following the precedents of 1824 and 
1828, when the soil of Ireland was 
wet with the blood of the slain in the 
collection of tithes. The right hon. Gen- 
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tleman has established the argument of 
my hon. and learned friend, by showing 
the difference between the past and 
the present. I appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman to seriously consider 
this Amendment. He was not satis- 
fed with a misrepresentation of my 
hon. and learned friend the Member 
for Launceston, but he actually had the 
courage to misrepresent the scope of the 
Amendment before the Committee. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that the 
Amendment was in favour of the existing 
system. There is no existing system. 
Nobody used the words “existing system.” 
Here are the words of the Amendment— 
“Provided always that the owners of lay 
impropriator tithe rent-charge may elect to 
have the tithe payable to them varied under 
the existing law.” 
The existing law is not the existing 
system. Was it fair for the right hon. 
Gentleman not only to so grossly mis- 
represent the statement of my hon. and 
learned friend, but also the terms of the 
Amendment? The right hon. Gentleman 
says there is no system at the present 
moment. Does the law exist or does it 
not? Is the law suspended in regard to 
the collection of tithes ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : It is inoperative. 

Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: Let us examine 
this startling proposition laid down by 
the Attorney General 

Mr. ATKINSON: It is inoperative 


because the system by which it was to 
work does not exist. 





Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Is the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman and is the 
Government treating us fairly in regard 
to this matter? Is that a candid way of 
dealing with us? He says the law is 
inoperative. Does he mean that under 
the existing law, owing to what occurred 
In connection with the Dublin Gazette, the 
tithe-payer cannot effect a reduction of 
his tithe proportioned to the prices of 
produce ? But that is not the question 
we are discussing. We are not discus- 
sing the amount of money that the tithe- 
payer is bound to pay, but the question 
of the rights of the tithe-owner. Is the 
law inoperative in regard to them ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : Neither the tithe- 
owner nor the tithe-payer can get a 
revision. 


{9 JuLY 1900} 
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Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I think this 


is rather an irregular, though Socratic, 
method of getting at the truth. The 
Committee, however, ought to be grateful 
for once for this means of getting at the 
bottom of the matter. It is quite true 
that the tithe-owner or the tithe-payer 
cannot get a revision. But have the 
tithe-owners asked for a revision? Are 
we to understand from the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman that they have allowed 
the law to remain in suspense, and that 
the only debtors in Ireland who cannot 
recover their debts are the tithe-owners ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : They may recover 
their debts, but they cannot get a revision. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: I am asking 
one question, and the rigkt hon. and 
learned Gentleman always takes care to 
answer another. I did not say that the 
tithe-payers or tithe-owners could get a 
revision ; but that the tithe-owners were 
able to recover their property. Have the 
tithe owners asked for a change in the 
law? The Government have offered no 
evidence whatever that they have done 
so. We are in this position : that because 


certain debtors demand a revision of their 


debts, the creditors are to have a revision 
of these debts carried in this House for 


ithe benefit of the debtors. And 
this is a Government which, above 
all the Governments of the _ world, 
pose as the defenders of the 


rights of property! The right hon. 
Gentleman says that the Government 
have brought in this Bill for the relief of 
the landlords of Ireland. But the Duke 
of Devonshire says that they are much 
better off than the landlords of England. 
The Government in this House contradict 
the Duke of Devonshire, and say that 
“the landlords of Ireland have a grievance, 
and therefore we will reduce the burden 
of their debts.” The landlords of Ireland 
are usually men of vast estates and 
great property. But who are the tithe- 
owners? They are not all landlords. A 
very considerable number of them, if 
not the majority, are not landlords at all. 
They are small people, and tithes form 
the subject of jointures and marriage 
settlements which are passed from hand 
to hand like Consols. Why benefit the 
Duke of Devonshire, the Duke of Aber- 
corn, the Marquess of Lansdowne, the 
Marquessof Londonderry, the Marquess of 
Clanricarde, and the like? I do not 
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know whether the right hon. and gallant 
Member for North Armagh would be 
benefited by the Bill or not, but if so 
I congratulate him. The 
Devonshire, the Duke of Abercorn, 
the Marquess of Londonderry, 
Marquess of Lansdowne, the Marquess 
of Clanricarde, and other persons 
of vast possessions and _ princely 
incomes are the charitable objects of 
this Bill, but what about the poor 
small landlord? What about the young 


woman who married with a little fortune | 


consisting of £100 in tithes? What 
about the widow with a jointure of 
£200 a year from tithes? Whenever 
I hear of the vicissitudes of fortune 
caused by the land war, I am deeply 
moved by the stories of want and sutfer- 


ing that have come to small landlords, | 


some of whose wives have even died in 
the workhouse. Why, that is the class 
we want to protect—the small tithe- 
owners, whose income is going to be 
reduced from 25 to 50 per cent. in order 


that the Duke of Devonshire, the Duke | 


of Abercorn, the Marquess uf Clanricarde, 
the Marquess of Londonderry, the Mar- 
quess of Lansdowne, and the like may 
have a considerable reduction in the pay- 
ment of their tithes. If this were a ques- 
tion of dealing with private property in 
England, a Bill of this kind would have 
been hooted out of the House of 
Commons ; and if it had been brought in 
by a Liberal Government, such a_pro- 
posal would have met with the most 


determined and obstructive opposition | 


from hon. Gentlemen opposite ; and if it 
had had the strange fortune to pass 
through this House—as such proposals 
rarely do—it would have got very short 


shrift and hard measure when it went to | 
another place which is mainly concerned 


with the rights of property. 


Mr. DILLON: I wish to say a few 
words in reply to the right hon. the Chief 


Secretary ; but before doing so I must | 


express my astonishment at the attitude 
of the Attorney General towards the hon. 
and learned Gentleman the Member for 
Launceston, who has exhibited a thorough 


acquaintance with this measure and the | 


The right | 


subject with which it deals. 
hon. and learned Gentleman sneered at 


{COMMONS} 
| deal with the Bill in an intelligent way, 


Duke of | 


the | 
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It is monstrous that the right hon. Gen- 
tleman in charge of the Bill should adopt 
an outrageous tone in objecting to an 
English Member intelligently discussing 
the Bill, when he knows that his only 
chance of passing it is dependent on the 
votes of kis legions of English Members, 
who neither understand the Bill nor 
listen to the debates on it, and who only 
came in vo-night because they expected 
some lively scenes. The right hon. the 
Chief Secretary absolutely declined to 
argue the merits of the Amendment. The 
Attorney General said that in the year 
1838 the tithe proprietors in Ireland 
were obliged to submit to a reduction 
of 25 percent. They did submit gladly 
and willingly to the reduction, and 
why? Because they got a good quid 
pro quo. They exchanged the tithes 
leviable at great expense in the face of 
ferocious opposition at a great personal 
danger, for a first charge on the land just 
as secure as Government stock, and 
leviable without any expense or risk. In 
the present instance the Government are 
asking the tithe-owners to submit to an 
uncertain though great diminution, but 
they are offering them no quid pro quo 
whatever. The right hon. Gentleman 
did not attempt to give any reason for 
this assault on property in Ireland. He 
talked of the extreme imperfection of the 
present system, and said the Government 
were going to effect a general reform. 
This system has been in existence in 
Ireland for sixty-two years, and when 
did the Government become so keenly 
sensible of its defects? Only when the 
landlords wanted a dole! They are 
going to effect a general reform—a 
general reform which consists in a redue- 
tion of the private property of men who 
have given no cause of offence, and property 
payable by people who are, for the most 
part, really well able to pay it, and who 
in many instances are much wealthier 
than the people who own the tithes. The 
right hon. Gentleman proceeded to in- 
dulge in what I must confess was cheap 
sarcasm about the Members on_ these 
benches standing up in defence of the 
rights of property, and that we never did 
so except where the interests of the 
tenants were concerned. We might make 


an English Member interfering with Irish | the forcible retort that hon. Gentlemen 
affairs. Well, I wish that he would request | opposite show no interest in the rights of 
thelegions of English Members behind him | property except when the rights of land- 


to retire from the House, and then we could | lords are concerned. 


Mr. T. P. Connor. 


I never saw a more 
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glaring instance of the hollowness of the 
pretensions of hon. Gentlemen opposite 
than in their attitude towards this Amend- 
ment. Why do they sneer at us for our 
protection of tithe-owners ? It is because 
the tithe-payers are mostly rich land- 
owners, men of position and influence, 
and because the men and women who are 
interested in the rights of property, and 
for whose rights we are standing up, are 
poor and not influential. Then the Attor- 
ney General came to the rescue and 
thougnt he had annihilated my Amend- 
ment by pointing out that I propose to 
refer the payer of lay impropriate tithes 
in Ireland for his remedy to the present 
system. That is what I did not do. I re- 
ferred hitn to the present law. The quibble 
of the Attorney General is perfectly pre- 
posterous and absurd. It is impossible for 
any man,‘even the Attorney General, to 
deny that the law exists in Ireland to- 
day and ever since 1838, giving to the 
lay impropriate tithe-payer the right 
of revision; and when I referred 
to the remedy under the present law 
I stated when moving the Amendment 
that my proposal would involve the inser- 
tion of a short clause in the Bill giving 
the right of the lay impropriate tithe- 
payer to use the corn average prices 
published by the Land Commissions in 
their annual Reports. I say that the 
wording of my Amendment is absolutely 
correct. It proposes, instead of setting 
up a new, arbitrary, and most unjust stan- 
dard, whereby the property of these men | 
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can be cut and carved, that it should be 
referred to the law as it has cxisted for 
sixty-two years, by which revision would 
take place automatically, and which could 
be re-affirmed by a short clause in the 
Bill. Before the division is taken, I wish 
to repeat that the proposed mode of re- 
ducing the tithes of the lay impropriate 
tithe-owner in proportion to the judicial 
rents is most grotesque and unjust. It 
implies a widely different standard in 
different counties—a thing unknown to 
the law before. Why should the lay im- 
propriate tithe-owner who lives in the 
county of Antrim, who, under the law as 
it stands, has suffered a reduction of 14 
per cent. of his measure of oats, have the 
value of his property reduced by this 
Bill, without rhyme or reason, 30 per 
cent., and in another fifteen years have 
it cut down by another 30 per cent. ? 
Take the county of Cork. Why should 
the lay impropriate tithe-payer of Cork, 
who might get a reduction of 50 per cent. 
on his tithe, be barred by this clause from 
getting more than 15 or 16 per cent. 
Never in the history of this House has a 
more absurd and reckless proposal been 
brought forward. It is __ perfectly 
grotesque in its operation, and utterly 
divorced from every consideration of 
reason or justice. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 109 ; 
Noes, 195. (Division List No. 193.) 


AYES. 





Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Engledew, Charles John 
Evans, SirFrancisH(South’ton 





Faber, George Denison 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon, Herb. J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, SirWilliamBrampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Johnson-Ferguson,JebezEdw. 
Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 
Leese, SirJosephF (Accrington 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,DrM A (Queen’sC 


; MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
| M‘Crae, George 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| M‘Ghee, Richard 


M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 


M‘Leod, John 


| Mandeville, J. Francis 


Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, James 

Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 


| Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. 


Peel,Hon. W. Robert Wellesley 
Pilkington, SirG. A.(LancsSW 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Price, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James | 
Richardson, J. (Durham, §.E. | 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Uundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Statford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. G. W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Rt HnAHSmith-(Hunts 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bhownaggree, Six M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasg’w) 
Cornwallis,FiennesStanley W. | 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingield- | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donkin, Richard Sim 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William H. | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’r | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald ,SirRobertPenrose- 





| Spicer, Albert 


{COMMONS} 
Souttar, Robinson 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward | 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) | 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) | 
Tanner, Charles Kearns | 


Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E. 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Wallace, Robert 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


NOES. 


Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(Cy of Lond, 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Helder, Augustus 

Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howorth, Sir Sisley Hoyle 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutehinson,Capt,G. W. Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 


| Jackson,Rt.Hon. Wm. Lawies 


Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 


| Knowles, Lees 
| Lafone, Alfred 


Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea,SirThomas (Londonderry) 
Lecky, RtHonWilliamEdw. H. 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn- (Swan. ) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’]) 


| Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
| Lowe, Francis William 


Lowles, John 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


| Macartney, W. G. Ellison 





| Maedona, John Cumming 


Maclure, Sir John William 
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Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York.W R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’rghW, 
K‘Killop, James 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
ee Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Celonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Round, James 
Russell,Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. ColEdw.J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,T. Harrop(Stalybr 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.(Christchurch) 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spencer. Ernest _ y 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Ed. Jas, (Somerset) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 


Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 
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Sturt, Hon. ey Napier | 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm Edw. Murray | 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Warde,Lieut. -Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR 
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Welby, Lt -Col. ACE(Taunton | 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. | 


| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | 


Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Ereshy, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. ( Yorks.) 


rose in his | 


(Lrel ind) Bill. 1046 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 

Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 

TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


uestion put, ‘‘ That the Question ‘That 
P 


place, and claimed to move, “That the | Clause 3 stand part of the Bill’ be now put.” 


. ¢ : | 
Question ‘That Clause 3 stand part of | 


the Bill’ be now put.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour,RtHn Gerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-( Hunts 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H( Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey. Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J (Birm) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxiord, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. HonSir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sind: (Mane’r 
Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 





AYES. 


Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Rbt. Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Jonunson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Rbt. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutchinson,Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. L. 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, SirEDurning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea,SirThomas (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Charles W (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn Walter(Liverpool 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 197 ; 
| Noes, 101. (Division List No. 194 .) 


2 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop, James 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred. Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herb. Pike(Darlington) 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Rbt. Wellesley 
Pender, Sir James 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Kt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Round, James 

Russell, Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Co’. E. J. 
Sharpe, Willam Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom,T. Harrop(Stalybr. 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbyshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
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Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) | 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. | 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) | 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk | 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) | 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
*Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Engledew, Charles John 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon,SirWilliam Brampton | 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 
Hazell, Walter 
Hemphill, Rt.Hon Charles H. | 





Question put accordingly, ‘ 


3 stand part of the Bill.” 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W. B( Hants 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
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Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, William Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batt; 


| Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 


Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


| 


Williams, Jsph. Powell-(Birm. | 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 


NOES. 


Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 
Tawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb’land 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Qn’sC.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


O’Brien, Patrick ‘Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W. ) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, James 

Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | 


Noes, 102. 


AYES. 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derby) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, lit. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington,Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. | 


| 














(Ireland) Bill. 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath. 
Wortley,Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir- 


William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Pilkington,SirG. A(LanesS, W, 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S. E, 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.), 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees). 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford). 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Wilson, Heary/J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOoES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 201 ; 
(Division List No. 195.) 


Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes StanleyW. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 





1048. 
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Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gibos, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuelé(Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. L. 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence,SirEDurning-(Corn, 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
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Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. | 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Caldwell, James 
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Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dann, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 





{9 JuLy 1900} 


Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swns’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
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Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
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Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr.M. A.(Qn’sC. ) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
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M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
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M‘Leod, John 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
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O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
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O'Connor, T: P. (Liverpool) 
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Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lanes.SW 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 


Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 


| Wallace, Robert 

| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Weir, James Galloway 

| Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
| Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 


Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) | Stevenson, Francis S. | Wilson, John (Govan) 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 


Robson, William Snowdon 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | Tanner, Charles Kearns | 
Scott, CharlesPrestwich(Leigh ' Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen,E.) | 


Clause 4 :— 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON asked 
why the clause had been inserted, its 
only object being to repeal a portion 
of Section 7 of the Irish Church Act. 


He found that the schedule of this Bill | 
consisted entirely of Acts repealed, and | 


among the Acts mentioned was that re- 
ferred to in Clause 4, in so far as it re- 
lated to the sale of tithe. It was a matter 
of drafting. Everything in the Act of 
1872 worth preserving was the definition 
of the word “ owner.” 


Mr. ATKINSON said Section 7 of the 
Act of 1872 was a very long section, 
and the draughtsman determined that the 
form adopted in the Bill with respect to 


the repeal was preferable, in order to | 


make it perfectly clear what was meant. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 


said it appeared that Clause 4 was not in the | 


Bill as drawn at first. He pointed to the 
engi P 
provision of Clause 10, and stated it was 


rather curious that after completing their | 


Act they came and stated that certain 


sections mentioned in the schedule should | 


be repealed. That might be an Irish way 
of doing business, but it certainly was 
not English or Scotch. 


Mr. DILLON said there ‘was 
another point in connection with the 
clause to which he desired to direct the 
attention of the Attorney General. Of 
course 
ignorant of the drafting of Bills, but if 


he was ignorant he wanted to be in- | 


formed. The power to purchase tithes 


was given by Section 32 of the Act of | 


1869, and the Act of 1872, as far as he 


could remember, did not repeal the clause | 
What it did say was | 


in the 1869 Act. 
that the clause should be in substitution 
of so much of Clause 32 in the Act of 
1869. What he wanted to know was 


this: Were they sure that, if the clause | 


Strachey, Edward 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) | TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 


he would be told that he was | 


| Woods, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


in the 1869 Act was not specifically re- 
| pealed, the repeal of the clause in the 
‘amending Act of 1872 would not revive 
the clause in the 1869 Act ? 


Mr. ATKINSON was understood to 
reply that the repeal of the clause in the 
1872 Act implied the repeal of the clause 
in the 1869 Act. 


Mr. DILLON said he was still uncon- 
vinced that the clause in the 1869 Act 
would not be revived when they repealed 
the amending Act of 1872. He was told 
now by the Attorney General that Section 
7 of the 1872 Act was an implied repeal, 
but why not make the thing clear? They 
had no assurance that the interpretation 
put upon the statute by Ministers would 
not be set aside ly the courts of law. 
They might say that the repeal was im- 
plied, but they had no repeal. He was 
still in doubt as to whether Clause 32 of 
the Act of 1869 would not come into 
force on the repeal of Clause 7 in the 1872 
Act. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he did not find 
anything in this Bill to show that it was 
_to be read along with the other Act. It 
was quite usual to find in the case of an 
amending Act a provision that it should 
be read along with the other Act. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL said it should 
/not be left to the courts hereafter to 
| determine what the intention of the clause 
was. There was a great deal of ambi- 
| guity whether the sale of tithe rent- 
| charges included the conversion of the old 
tithe rent-charges into terminable annui- 
‘ties. He thought so all along, and he 
thought so still. If the Attorney General 
preferred to leave the matter as it was, 
_ and if the hon. Member for East Mayo was 

right, it might be all the better, because 
| tithe rent-owners would be able to redeem 
on the old system. 
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Mr. DILLON’ said there was a very 
grave objection to that. It would enable 
landlords to redeem tithe rent-charges at 
twenty-two and a half years purchase. 
What the right hon. and learnedGentleman 
had said had greatly increased his alarm. 
There would be no remedy except by an 
amending Act if the courts should decide 
in that way, and he would like to see the 
Government that would bring in an 
amending Act if there was a mistake in 
this matter. Why not put a repealing 
clause into the Bill, which would remove 
all doubt on the question ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said that as the 
matter stood now the 32nd Section of the 
1869 Act would be entirely repealed if 
they repealed the 7th Section of the 1872 
Act. 


which repealed another Act was itself 
repealed subsequently, that did not set | 
up the law which had been originally 
repealed. They were now repealing the 
ith Section of the 1872 Act, and that ' 
would not revive the clause which it 
repealed in the 1869 Act. 


*Mr. MOULTON said the difficulty 
whic: the hon. Member for East Mayo 
had was that there was no express repeal. 
There was no difference of intention, and 
he thought the Attorney General should 
consider the matter, and insert a clause 
which would put it beyond doubt. | 


Mr. DILLON could not imagine what | 
objection the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman had to make the matter clear 
by expressly repealing the clause. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the Inter- 
pretation Act which he had quoted put 
an end to the doctrine that the repeal of 
an Act revived a previous Act which it 
had repealed. 


Mr. DILLON said his whole objection 
rested on the fact that there was no express 
repeal An implied repeal was of a 
doubtful character, and it was an arguable 
question. 


_Mr. ATKINSON said he would con- 
sider the point by the Report stage. 


Clause agreed to. 
VOL, LXXXV. [FourtH Seriss.] 


Under the Interpretation Act of | 
1889 it was provided that where any Act | 


| passed 
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Clause 5 :— 


Question proposed, “That Clause 5 
_ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. DILLON wished to understand 
| the full effect of this clause. Supposing 
/@ man was paying £10 a year of tithe 
| rent-charge, and that ten years ago he 
got a reduction of £2, and he went on 
paying £8. Then came in the Medge 
decision, which declared the reduction 
illegal. Could the tithe rent-charge owner 
sue for £20 of arrears ? 


| Mr. ATKINSON said the clause set 
forth that the payments made would be 
deemed valid and sufficient in cases where 
the arrears had not been recovered up to 
| the passing of the Act. 


Mr. DILLON said the clause would 
work in an extraordinary way. Suppose 
he was the owner of a tithe rent-charge, 


'and that it had been reduced £2 a year— 


he and the tithe-payer believing that to 
be legal—and the tithe rent-charge payer 
meant only paying the reduced sum. But 





ten years after it was discovered that the 


reduction was illegal. He then served a 
summons on the tithe rent-charge payer 
for £20—the amount of arrears—and 
obtained a judgment order of the court of 
quarter sessions for the amount. If he 
recovered under that judgment order 
before the Act came into force, good and 
well; but if he kept the order in his 
pocket until the Bill passed into law, was 
that judgment order then nil ? 


Mr. ATKINSON said they must draw 
the line somewhere. All that the clause 
provided was that after the Act was 
passed the tithe-owner should be pre- 
vented coming down on the tithe rent- 
charge payer to recover anything beyond 
what had been paid according to the last 
revision. But, if before the Act was 
the tithe-owners had got a 
judgment for the amount of arrears, then 
that became a judgment debt which the 
tithe rent-charge payer was bound to pay. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said after the 
explanation of the Attorney General the 
proper title of the Bill ought to be “A 
new way to pay old debts.” The boon to 
be given by the Bill was that the offence 
for which there was no forgiveness was 


| to pay your debts. 


2Q 








1055 


to divide against it. 


Acland-Hood,CaptSir Alex. F. 
Arroll, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour,RtHnGeraldW (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, REHnA HSmith-(Hunts 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H(Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W. B( Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
OS erg > HonSirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C, B. 
Billson, Alfred 


Tithe Rent-Charge 


Mr. DILLON thought the clause a 
monstrous one, and he should be obliged 
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Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(Cy of Lond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W. Grice- 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. William L. 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lea,Sir Thomas(Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon.Wm. Edw.H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDilwyn. (Swansea 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming. 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
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Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 





Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
NOES. 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 


Crilly, Daniel 
Dalziel, James Henry 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175; 
(Division List No. 196.) 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt -Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW, 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberston, Herbert (Hackney 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E.J, 
Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, HonArthur( Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,John Carvell (Notts) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
_Mr. Anstruther. 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 
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Emmott, Alfred 
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Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
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Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell,Dr. M.A.(Qn’sC. ) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
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M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, James 

Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 





Reckitt, Harold James 

Richardson, J. (Durham,S.E.) | 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh | 
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Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W. 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 








Clause 6 :— 


Question proposed, “That Clause 6 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. DILLON said he did not intend 
tomove the Amendment standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for North 
Louth ; but he desired to say afew words 
on the clause itself, which was an extreme 
illustration of the absurd methods of the 
present Government. As he understood 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman in 


introducing the Bill, under this clause it | 


was proposed to recover from the Church 
Fund £6,000 a year, and then to pay out 
of it £30,000 a year. The Act of 1898 
had tied the whole rating system of 
Ireland into a knot, and under this 
cause further complications would be 
introduced. 


Mr. ATKINSON explained the object 
of the Clause. It provided as follows— 


“The amount of tithe rent-charge payable 
by any person as from the first day of Novem- 
ber, One Theusand Eight Hundred and Ninety- 
eight, shall be deemed to have been and _ shall 
hereafter be reduced in respect of every 
pound in value thereof :— 

(a.) if the tithe rent-charge is payable out of 
hereditaments situate within a rural dis- 
trict, by one-half of the standard rate of 
poor rate certified under Section 49 
of the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 
1898, as having been levied off those 
hereditaments ; and 

(b.) if the tithe rent-charge is payable out 
of hereditaments situate within an urban 
district, by the whole of such standard 
rate so certified as having been levied 
off those hereditaments.” 


The last section of the clause provided 
that if a person had paid more than he 





ought to have paid a deduction might be 
made in the manner prescribed. 


Mr. DILLON wished to know how 
many Members of the House understood 
the explanation. The Attorney General 
had done his best to make it clear, but he 
had made it as clear as a London fog in 
November. This would be a fruitful 


| cause of disputes. It was an illustration of 





the tangle into which the whole rating 
system of Ireland had been thrown. 


Question put and agreed to. 
Clause 7 :— 


Question proposed, “That Clause 7 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. DILLON said that so far as he 
understood the clause it was of rather an 
extraordinary character. He did not 
know the object of putting it in the Bill 
at all. The clause appeared to have for 
its object to split up without any limit or 
discretion in the Land Commission the 
liability for the tithe rent-charges. Take, 
for instance, a tithe rent-charge of £10 or 
£20, that would be split up between 
twenty or thirty persons, leaving each 
only liable for his own share. Before 
attempting to argue against the clause he 
wanted to know the object of it and the 
motive for introducing it. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the hon. 
Member was the first person he had 
ever heard of who objected to a provision 
for apportioning rent-charge or any other 
charge. To have no power of appor- 
tioning the charge gave rise to the 
greatest inconvenience and difficulty in 
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dealing with property. In the case of | meet a great public need. The Com- 
property out of which tithe rent-charge | missioners were required to exercise that 
issued which was owned by several | power with due regard to the security of 
persons, the clause enabled the charge to | the charge, and they rarely exercised it, 
be apportioned according to their indi- | though they did redeem the tithe. The 
vidual interests. peso difference between the power 
| given the Land Commission and the pro- 
Mr. DILLON said the Attorney | posal in the clause was that in the first case 
General had abstained from explaining | / it was in connection with the great system 
what motive the Government had in in-/| of land purchase, and to facilitate the 
troducing this clause. | sale of land to occupying tenants but 
| this proposal was objectionable and in- 
Mr. ATKINSON said it would enable | jurious because it was for the purpose of 
a particular owner to have the charge | facilitating and encouraging the sale of 
properly and rightly adjusted. land, not to tenants, but to others who 
| wished to buy over the heads of tenants. 
Mr. DILLON said the right hon. | He must persist in his opposition. 
Gentleman has still declined to explain 
what relation it had to the present Bill.| Mr. SWIFT MAacNEILL said the 
He very much desired £1,000 a ye ear | clause was not in accordance with the 
added to his income—he wondered if| tenor and spirit of the Bill. It was a 
the hon. Gentleman would introduce a | | complete excrescence on the Bill. It was 
Bill for that purpose. There was no/a disgraceful, mean, and cowardly fraud 
justification for the clause, and it had_no | | perpetrated in the interest of the rich 
connection with the rest of the Bill. The against the poor. 
clause struck at the security of all these | 
charges. The power of apportioning the | 
tithe given to the Land Commission was The Committee divided :—Ayes, 163; 
for a wholly different purpose, and to! Noes, 72. (Division List No. 197.) 








Question put. 


AYES, 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. | Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready | Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Arrol, Sir William | Corbett,A. Camer entaagien | Gull, Sir Cameron 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis | Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. Hamilton, Rt Hon LordGeorge 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Curzon, Viscount 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Dalkeith, Earl of Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds | Dalrymple, Sir Charles Hardy, Laurence 

Banbury, Frederick George | Denny, Colonel | Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A.H.S.- (Hunts. | Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | Hobhouse, Henry 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol | Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.(Hants. | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Hutchinson,Capt.G. W. Grice- 
Beckett, Ernest William Doxford,! SirWilliam Theodore | Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe Dyke, RtHon.Sir William Hart Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 


Bigwood, James | Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Bill, Charles | Faber, George Denison | Keswick, William 
Blakiston- Houston, John * Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | Knowles, Lees 

Blundell, Colonel Henry | Finch, George H. | Lafone, Alfred 

Bond, Edward | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn 
Brassey, Albert | F irbank, Joseph Thomas | Lawrence, Wim. F. (Liverpool 
Brodrick, oe Hon. St. John | Fisher, W illiam Hayes Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Bullard, Sir Harry FitzGerald, SirRobertPenrose | ee ee 
Butcher, John George | Flower, Ernest Leigh- Bennett, Henry ¢ ‘urrie 
Carlile, William Walter | Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) | Liew elyn,Sir Dillwyn: (S’wns’e 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Galloway, William Johnson | Long,Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire | Garfit, William | Long, Rt. Hon. Walter(Liverp'! 


Cayzer, Sir Charles W liam | Gedge, Sydney | Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | Gibbs, HnA. re H.(CityofLond. | Lowles, John 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon J.(Birm. reser man x Major-General | Macartney, W. G. Ellison 


Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | Gordon, Hon. John Edward Macdona, John Cumming 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Heury Goschen, George J. (Sussex) | Maclure, Sir John Wiiliam 
Charrington, Spencer Goulding, Edward Alfred M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Graham, Henry Robert M‘Iver,' SirLewi is(EdinburghW 
Green, WalfordD(Weduesbury | M‘Killop, James 
Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | Malcolm, Ian 


Chelsea, Viscount 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F.(Monmouthsh. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P.( Darlington) 
Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 


Abraham, William(CorkN. E.) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B 
Billson, Alfred 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Crilly, Daniel 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Engledew, Charles John 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gladstene, Rt.Hn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 
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Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Remnant, James Farquhar 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
tidley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E.J. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm.(Derbyshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Smith, Abel H. (Christchureh) | 
| TELLERS 


Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 





Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) | 


Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 


NOES. 


Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


| Jones, William Carnarvonsh. 
| Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cum’land 


Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington | 


Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, Dr M A(Queen’sC 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 

Mandeville, J. Francis 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| O'Dowd, John 


O'Kelly, James 
Oklroyd, Mark 


| O'Malley, William 
| Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 


Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- | 


Hazell, Walter 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Clauses 8, 9, and 10 agreed to. 


E.): 


the Committee that on the first day in 
Committee on this Bill a debate arose on an 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priee, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
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Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Warde, Lieut. -Col. C. E.( Kent 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wort ley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 


FOR THE AYES— 
Sic William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8.E.) 

toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Wilson, l’rederick W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson,HenryJ. (York, W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 

Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


| bates in Committee would belimited. That 


; | hopehas been disappointed. Thediscussions 
Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | have been by no means narrow, but of a 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, | most extensive description. I consider, 


to 


It will be in the recollection of | however, that the Government are bound 
introduce the 

Paper, but I see no reason why in carry- 
|ing out that pledge we should give an 


Amendment on the 


repent ou ; 
Amendment standing in the name of the ‘occasion for further argument of the 
hon. and learned Member for North Louth. | kind of which we have had so much to- 


It was then proposed by the hon. and day. 
learned Gentleman that if the Govern- 
ment would accept the principle of the 
Amendment the discussion on the Com- 
mittee stage of the Bill might be narrowed 


down to reasonable limits. 


understood, at the time when the Govern- 
ment acceded to that request, that the de- 


Certainly I 


I do not propose, therefore, to 
imove the Amendment at this stage, but 
'when we reach the Third Reading the 
| Chief Secretary will move that the Bill 
_be re-committed, which will give the 
fullest opportunity for carrying out the 
| wish expressed on Tuesday that this 
subject should be brought on for discus- 
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sion at an early rather than a late period | that was the way to appeal to the Irish 
of the evening. I hope this view will} Members to facilitate Irish Bills, or to 
commend itself to all parties in the| encourage them to place any confidence 
House. in the fairness either of the Govern- 
| ment or of the House. It was absurd to 

Mr. DILLON thought that the right | imagine that a Bill of this kind, full of 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the House | technicalities and very badly drafted 
had been somewhat unfair to him, because could not be improved by any Amend. 
although at the commencement of the| ment. The Irish Members, from be- 
discussion on this Bill the hon. Member | ginning to end, had been met by the 





for North Louth had indicated that if the 
principle of his Amendment was adopted 
by theGovernment he hoped the discussion 
would be concluded on Tuesday last, the 
hon. and learned Member for North Louth 
only spoke for himself. 


he was perfectly prepared to justify 
the action he 
up immediately, and although he had 
every reason to be grateful 
hon. and 


and for one or two speeches he made, he 
said that while he did not deny the 
right of the hon. and learned Member 
to speak for himself, so far as he was con- 
cerned there was no understanding -of 
the nature to which the First Lord of 
the Treasury had alluded. He had been 


requested by the chairman of his party | 


to take charge of the conduct of the Bill 
through the House, and he had communi- 
cated, through the usual channels, with 
the right hon. Gentleman, and had 
agreed that the Second Reading should 
be taken on a certain date; but on 
being asked if the Committee stage 
would finish in a reasonable time he said 
he could give no pledge, because he re- 
garded this Bill as one which the Irish 
Members should oppose by every means 
in their power. It was perfectly under- 


stood that the Bill was to be fought by | 
every legitimate means, provided the | 
Government did not make any conces- | 
They had not got a single conces- | 
sion, and that was not the way any | 


sions. 


Government proceeded if it desired to 


facilitate the passing of a Bill. He) 


If it were a} 
question of an honourable understanding | 


had taken. He got’ 
to the | 


learned Member for North | 
Louth for the able assistance he gave | 


| most dogged opposition to every improve- 
|ment which they had suggested ; and, in 
fact, they had been hardly treated to the 
ordinary civility of an answer to their 
/arguments. The Government depended 
on defeating these Amendments by sum- 
moning their supporters from the lobbies 
and the smoking-rooms. He maintained 
that the effect of Clauses 2 and 3 would 
| be to reduce the tithe rent-charge in Ire- 
land, which by the present law was in- 
variable, from 14th November next, 
from 40 to 50 per cent. in the south 


of Ireland, and further reduce it 
fifteen years hence by another 40 
or 50 per cent. In May, 1896, 


under the Land Act of that year, the 
Land Commission obtained power, in 
the case of the sale of lands in Ireland to 
occupying tenants, to redeem the tithe 
rent-charges at twenty years purchase— 
the original price being twenty-two and a 
half years purchase, fixed by the Act of 
1872. When the Chief Secretary was 
/moving the Second Reading of this Bill 
he endeavoured to persuade the House 
that the Church Fund would be perfectly 
solvent, even after this Bill was passed. 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman 
whether his calculations were based on 
the idea that there would be no more 
sales of land in Ireland. The right hon. 
| Gentleman replied “Yes”; that was to 
say that the Treasury Minute professing 
to show the solvency of the Church 
Fund was based on the assumption 
that the sales of land in the Land Courts 
would cease. But they all knew that 
_they had not ceased; on the contrary, 
they were likely to increase enormously 





thought the right hon. Gentleman had | during the next seven or eight years. 
not a single scrap of evidence in support | Every £100 of tithe rent-charge sold at 
of the attitude that had been taken up. twenty years purchase took £40 a year 
He had always intended to oppose ! off the revenue of the Church Fund. If the 
the Bill as long as he could find) Amendment he now proposed was not 
a foothold, unless substantial concessions | aecepted the tithe rent-charge, which had 
were to be made. They had come to the | already been reduced 20 per cent., would 
end of the Bill, and had not been able to! therefore be reduced a further 40 per 
get a single Amendment adopted by the | cent. The effect of this, if carried, would 
Government. He did not think that be to bankrupt the fund in the near future 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 





“9 


the 
me 
sho 
in { 
effe 


hor 
to 
his 

ordi 


mat 


unt 


M 
men 
hon. 
Bew 


*T 
very 
the | 


M 
quite 
the 
wha 
to st 
addr 


Justi 


1065 Tithe Rent-Charge {9 Juty 1900} (Ireland) Bill. 1066 








164 
ish beyond all question. Having given this *THE CHAIRMAN: I must ask the 
to reduction, the Land Commission should hon. Gentleman not to go into that ques- 
it in the future be able to fix the redemption | tion. 
ve ooh ue rie peg Aare ge years 
urchase. He fix at peri ecause | , . sa 
| 3 fe did not think it was siseciaiaacilet that MR. “inden! T as ery : It is only a 
| 4 the tithe rent-charge, being a first charge Sane. exp eran r. : ese and I 
a on the land, should be put on the same | #7 1ere oe er or eee e right hon. 
nd- ical an Guilt rent. Gentleman must be well aware what is 
he- _s the practice of the Land Commission, 
the . which is to fix the redemption at twenty 
rve- New clause— years purchase. This Amendment of 
Jas “After the passing of this Act, when the | MY hon. friend fixes the minimum at 
the Land Commission order the redemption of | twenty-five years. I hope my hon. friend 
heir tithe —- s ee ae 15 of | will press this Amendment. I must say 
w (Ireland) Act, , the price ; se IR ae A . 
ded si aT rm be Hg cl Z aeike. suet that the discussions on this Bill on the 
um- purchase.” —(Mr. Dillon.) part of the Government-have been con- 
bies 4 ducted in a manner which I never recol- 
ned —brought up and read the first time. lect in my fourteen years Parliamentary 
yuld experience. I never remember such small 
Tre- Motion made, and Question proposed, | information given, such scant Parlia- 
n- “That the clause be read a second time.” | mentary courtesy extended to others, and 
= such small conciliation. I have no recol- 
put . lection of a Bill of this kind passing 
: Mr. G. W. BALFOUR submitted that | th on6 . : ze 
. the clause in the Bill was sufficient to pone a eG Race A a. 
896, meet the necessities of the case, and he | pave pressed Aeinaialia Agate omit 
the should be reluctant to introduce anything | again. The true character of the Bill is 
_ in in the Bill which would have a prejudicial | jfat it is a dole to the landlords 
d to effect on a great number of landowners. ; 
tithe 
se— Mr, SWIFT MAcNEILL: The right | , 10" CHADRMAN : ate, hon. Mem- 
< hon. Gentleman is well aware—or he ought ee ee 


to be well aware, because he signalised 
was 


Bill his entry into office by giving peremptory! Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I was 


coo orders to the judges—how to arrange | arguing in favour of this Amendment. 


ne matters. [Cries of “Oh !”] Hon. Members at 
on twenty minutes past one are bad judges 
ail Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It is quite whether I was or was not, especially in 
ripe ious, that part of the House. I think the pro- 
ein posal of my hon. friend is reasonable. 
hon. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The state- 

_< ment I make I adhere to. The right Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR thought he was 
88 6 hon, Gentleman wrote a letter to Judge bound to say something in support of the 
nure Bewley. Amendment. The right hon. Gentleman 
wr had laid down the extraordinary doctrine 


that) “Tue CHAIRMAN: That question is | {iat land Purchase was not going to pro- 

7 very remote from the point now befo ee ee 
rary, ne oa po Crore | the next few years. That was one of the 
ously RERIESOS. reasons why the right hon. Gentleman 


bre thought that the fund would not be so 
old be! Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: That is | largely diminished. Nobody knew better 
i the quite true, and I will not pursue it; but | than the right hon. Gentleman that land 
eo the right hon. Gentleman has said that | purchase had considerably accelerated 


: ae what I stated is quite untrue, and I wish | Within the last few years. As a matter of 
to state that he, the very first time he | fact, the whole tendency in Ireland was 


a addressed this House as Chief Secretary, | towards an increase of land purchase. He 
voll stated that he had written a letter to Mr. | had little doubt that the right hon. Gentle- 


be Justice Bewley. man, if he should still be in office, would, 
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be seen introducing a compulsory land, Amendment, but he offered his hon. 
purchase system before many years, | friend this congratulation—that the Go- 
perhaps months, were over. At present | vernment would not reject it on its merits, 
the Land Commission redeems_ tithe} The right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
at twenty years purchase, but under the | the Bill knew that the longer it was dis. 
Bill the period would be reduced to! cussed the more it was discredited 
fifteen years. Was not nearly every land therefore he was anxious to 
Irish Member, with the single excep-| prevent another stage for discussion, 
tion of the right hon. and gallant Member | It might be good Parliamentary tactics, 








for North Armagh, who represented an 
Ulster constituency, pledged to compulsory 
land purchase? He asked anyone ac- 
quainted with the history of Ireland if 
there was a single demand which was 
backed up by united Ireland—by Nationa- 
lists and Unionists combined—which the 
House would not ultimately adopt if it 
did not cost the English taxpayer a penny 
or inflict a burden on Imperial taxation. 
Therefore, compulsory purchase would take 
its place on the Statute-book of these 


realms in the near future. Applying that | 


political probability — he might say 


political certainty—to this Bill, it fol- | 


for the right hon. Gentleman had the 
| forces of the Ministry behind him, to re- 
‘commit the Bill on Third Reading, 
| instead of adopting the ordinary course of 
| passing the Amendment now and allowing 
| the Bill to be discussed on Report ; but he 
/condemned that course, of which there 
| were few examples in the history of the 
| House, and he would give the Amend- 
ment his strongest support. 


Mr. DILLON thought that the Chief 
|Secretary in his last speech had distin- 
guished himself quite as much as in his 


lowed that, all over Ireland, the tithe | previous speeches. He had been obliged 


rent-charge would have to be redeemed 
on the reduced scale. 
the tithe 


In other words, | to charge 
rent-charge now redeemed | redemption of the tithe rent-charge, but 


to admit that the Land Commission ought 
221 years purchase for the 


aay 


at an average of twenty years purchase | he airily assumed that the Land Com- 
would be redeemed at twelve years pur-/ mission, which was carefully packed, had 


chase ; and in some parts of Ireland— | 
notably in the province of Ulster—it | 
would come to a vanishing point. There- | 
fore by these links of reasoning he had | 
proved that this Bill in its present shape 
would practically lead to the extinction 
at no distant date of the Church Fund. 
There was a way of preventing that evil 
consequence, and that was that if the 
tithe was to be seriously reduced, the 
term of purchase should be increased. 
His hon. friend suggested in his Amend- 
ment that it should be increased to 
twenty-five years purchase. He put it 
to men of impartial mind on either side 
of the House that, if the period of re- 
demption was reduced from twenty-two 
and a half to twenty years purchase, the 
loss in many of the counties in Ireland 
would be from 20 to 30 per cent. He 
knew the Government would reject the 





been pressing and badgering the Govern- 
ment to reduce the rate from 22} years 
to twenty years. They had, in fact, been 
at that game for twenty years past, and 
at last they had got the Treasury to allow 
them to reduce the period of redemption 
from 22} to twenty years. But could 
the right hon. Gentleman point to a 
single case in which the tithe rent-charge 
had been redeemed at more than twenty 
years purchase ? The right hon. Gentle- 
man knew perfectly well that they never 
redeemed at the maximum of 22 years, 
and that their unbroken practice was to 
allow redemption at twenty years. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 64; 
Noes, 147. (Division List No. 198.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) , Channing, Francis Allston 


Crilly, Daniel 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Dalziel, James 


Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. | 
Billson, Alfred 
Caldwell, James 
Cawley, Frederick 


Mr, T. P. O'Connor. 


Dillon, John 


| Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon, Sir Charles 


Doogan, P. C. 

Emmott, Alfred 

Engledew, Charles John 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn, Herbert J. 


Henry 
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Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hayne,Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

MGhee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
MLaren, Charles Benjamin | 
M‘Leod, John 
Mandeville, J. Francis 





Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W.(Leeds) | 
Barry,Rt. Hn. A. H.S.-(Hunts.) | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Brist’l) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants. | 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bill, Charles 

Blakiston- Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow | 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- | 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


VOL. LXXXV. [Fount 


| Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 


| Gull, Sir Cameron 
| Hamilton,Rt. Hon.LordGeorge 


| Hanson, Sir Reginald 

| Hardy, Laurence 

| Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 


| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long,Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 


| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

| M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
| M‘Killop, James 

| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
| Milward, Colonel Victor 


| Morgan,HonFred(Monm’thsh. 
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Moulton, John Fletcher | 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. | 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, James 

Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William | 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) | 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 


NOES. 


Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 


| Galloway, William Johnson 
| Garfit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 


Gibbs, Hon AGH. (CityofLond. | 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 


Hutchinson, Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowles, John 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Malcolm, [an 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hon. WF 


Milbank,SirPowlettChasJohn 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
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; Steadman, William Charles 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 


| Tennant, Harold John 


Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 


| Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk 
Yoxall, James 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Murray,RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Penn, John 


| Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Rt. HonSirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. ChasThomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


Saunderson, RtHonColEdw.J. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Warde, Lieut. -Col.C.E. (Kent) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Schedule agreed to. 


Question proposed, “That the Chairman 
do report the Bill without Amendment to 
the House.” 


Mr. DILLON said he thought the con- 
duct of the Government on this occasion 
was entirely without precedent, and it 
was exceedingly unfair to those taking 
part in the debate. He maintained that 
it was not in accordance with the usual 
practice of Ministers in charge of Bills to 
resort to dodges of this kind. The 
Minister in charge of the Biil, in pursuance 
of a promise, placed on the Notice Paper 
of the House a new clause. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman was bound to 
move that new clause unless there was 
some fair reason for not doing so. When 
the time came for moving the new clause, 
the right hon. Gentleman in charge of the 
Bill did not rise in his place at all, but 
the Leader of the House intervened and 
took the matter out of his hands. 
The Leader of the House proceeded 
to make a_ statement in regard 
to certain understandings, the accuracy 
of which was open to question; but 
whether accurate or inaccurate, it did not 
afford justification for the extreme and 
unprecedented course the Government 
had taken in this case, in withdrawing 
the new clause which was placed on the 
Paper in pursuance of a promise. The 
clause was withdrawn for the purpose of 
avoiding the Report stage, and the 
Government had resolved to adopt the 
extreme course of re-committing the Bill 
for the purpose of inserting this clause, 
which they could easily insert now.. He 
never heard of such a thing being done 
before in the House of Commons. He 
did not believe anything of the kind ever 
was done in the House of Commons, and 
as the only means of protesting against 
such treatment, he proposed to divide 
the House on the motion that was now 
put. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL said it would 
be in order now to make a general review 
of the Bill, but as he was strong, he 
would be merciful. He would not do so, 
looking to the early hour of the morning. 
He thought the Government might have 


{COMMONS} 
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yielded to the Irish Members some of the 
smali Amendments they had proposed, 
He did not recollect a Bill of this magni- 
tude being pushed forward against the 
opposition of the Irish Members without 
even one comma being altered to suit 
their Amendments. He protested against 
the whole method in which the Bill had 
been introduced and pushed through the 
House. Every clause was a Chinese 
puzzle, and some of the clauses two or 
three Chinese puzzles combined. He pro- 
tested against this Bill, because it was 
simply for the purpose of taking money 
out of the pockets of the poor and putting 
it into the pockets of the rich. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is now discussing the merits. 


Mr. SWIFT MAacNEILL said he 
would be equally out of order in dis- 
cussing the demerits. He did not know 
that he could do more than protest against 
the Bill. He was not allowed to discuss 
its merits or demerits, and under the cir- 
cumstances discussion became a difficult 
matter. 


Mr. FLYNN said it was most uncandid 
on the part of the Government, after the 
pledge which was given, that the new 
clause should now be withdrawn and rele- 
gated to a stage subsequent to the Third 
Reading. He was under the impression 

| that the First Lord of the Treasury gave 
the Irish Members to understand that 

| this clause would have been brought in at 
a reasonable time on the Committee stage 

of the Bill, so that they might have an 

| opportunity of discussing it. 

| 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said the Leader 
| of the House had that nigh t established a 
precedent as to the conduct of business 
in the House. He thought he was cor 
rect in say ing that the right hon. Gentle- 
man had done something which had never 
been done before in the many centuries 
of the existence of that assembly. It 
was very true that Bills had been recom- 
mitted on the Third Reading, but in all 
such cases, at least in all the cases he was 
familiar with, the recommitment of the 
Bill on the Third Reading had been re- 
garded as a somewhat violent and unusual 
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proceeding, only to be justified by the; Minister who happened to be in charge 
fact that there had been an oversight, | of the Bill. The right hon. Gentleman 
quite inevitable, and that the insertion! had given at this time of year an un- 
was necessary to the proper force and | paralleled amount of time to a Bill of 
authority of the Bill. The Leader of | this kind, and that was the reason why 
the House had that night announced that | he grudged an additional moment’s time. 
a certain Amendment which stood on the | He sympathised with that feeling, but he 
Paper in the name of the Minister in| thought the right hon. Gentleman might 
charge of the Bill would not be moved, have regarded something higher than 
and that instead of adopting the ordinary even the claims of fraternal affee- 
and regular course of introducing the| tion and the saving of the time 
Amendment on the Report stage, he of that House, and that was the 
would ask that the Bill be recommitted on | preservation of the unbroken traditions 
the Third Reading. In other words, the | which were necessary to the good con- 
right hon. Gentleman had violated all | duct of the business of the House. He 
Parl.amentary precedent and the tradi-| warned the right hon. Gentleman that the 
tions of centuries for the purpose of saving | precedent was rathera dangerous one for 
astage of this Bill. He was quite con-| a Conservative Minister to make and 
scious of thedifficultiesoftherighthon.Gen- | offer to gentlemen of other political 
tleman in the responsible position he held | opinions, who might find in his action a 
as Leader of the House, especially at this | very useful precedent for accelerating the 
time of the year, and the duress he must | course of legislation. 

feel in regard to time. He was rather | 

astonished at the right hon. Gentleman | set; 

giving eo much time to this Bill. Hedid| eee put. 

not know whether it was on account of | 

affection for the Irish landlords or a| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 132 ; 
feeling of affection for the particular Noes, 49. (Division List No. 199.) 





AYES. 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. ; Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Lawrence, SirEDurning-(Corn 


Douglas, Rt. Hon A. Akers- Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Doxtord, SirWilliamTheodore | Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Dyke, Rt Hn. Sir William H. | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mane’r 








Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | Finch, George H. Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A.H.S.-(Hunts) | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Long, RtHnWalter(Liverpool) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol | Firbank, Joseph Thomas Lowles, John 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants) | Fisher, William Hayes | Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Beckett, Ernest William | FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- | Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe | Flower, Ernest Macdona, John Cumming 
Blakiston-Houston, John | Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) | Maclure, Sir John William 
jlundell, Colonel Henry Foster, Harry 8. (Sutfolk) | M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Bond, Edward Galloway, William Johnson | M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’gh, W 
Brassey, Albert Garfit, William | M‘Killop, James 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Gedge, Sydney | Malcolm, Ian 


Bullard, Sir Harry Gibbs,Hn. A.G.H.(Cityof Lon) ; Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Carlile, William Walter Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Goldsworthy, Major-General | Milward, Colonel Victor 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Gordon, Hon. John Edward | Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) | Goschen, George J. (Sussex) | More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | Goulding, Edward Alfred | Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Green, WalfordD(Wednesbury | Morrell, George Herbert 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) | Greville, Hon. Ronald | Mount, William George 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | Gull, Sir Cameron | Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George | Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Charrington, Spencer Hanbury, tt.Hn. Robert Wm. | Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Chelsea, Viscount Hanson, Sir Reginald | O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 








Cohen, Benjamin Louis Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) | Parkes, Ebenezer 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Hudson, George Bickersteth | Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) | Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- | Penn, John 

Curzon, Viscount Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Dalkeith, Earl of Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles Keswick, William Purvis, Robert 


Denny, Colonel | Knowles, Lees Remnant, James Farquharson 
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Yentoul, James Alexander | 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney | 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 

Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 

Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 

Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 

Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) ' 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) } 
3illson, Alfred 
Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Crilly, Daniel 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 

Engledew, Charles John 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | 
Gritfith, Ellis J. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.CharlesSeale- | 
Horniman, Frederick Jobn 


Bill to be 


MINES (PROHIBITION 


CHANGED FROM 


“COAL MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD 
LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL.” 


Adjournment of 


| O’Connor,James{ Wicklow, W. 


OF CHILD 
LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL, 


{COMMONS} 


Smith, James Parker(Lanarks 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
| Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 

Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


NOES. 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) ; 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cumberl'd | 
Macaleese, Daniel 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
M‘Leod, John 

Mandeville, J. Francis 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool!) 
O’Dowa, John 

O’ Kelly, James 

Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 


read the third time upon 


| T: RKAMWAYS 


Lords Amendments considered, and | 


agreed to. 
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Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C.B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stattord) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.} 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patriek O Brien. 


Thursday. 


(IRELAND) ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed 
for Thursday. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
after Two of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 30. Milford Docks. 
31. Birmingham Corporation (Stock). 
Tuesday, 10th July, 1900. | 32. Scottish American Investment 


Company, Limited. 
| 33. Bedford Gas. 
ROYAL ASSENT. 34. Neath Harbour. 
| 35. Taff Vale Railway. 
36. Hoylake and West Kirby Improve- 


COMMISSION. ciated 
The following Bills received the Royal 37. Wakefield Corporation Market. 
Assent :—- 38. British Gas Light Company (Staf- 
’ fordshire Potteries). 
I. ator | maaiere (it sen) 39. Glasgow and South-Western Rail- 
2, Naval Reserve (Mobilisation way. 
sf County Councils (Elections) Act 40. South Eastern Railway. 
’ (1891) Amendment. 41. Hamilton Burgh. q 
4. Colonial Solicitors. 42. North Warwickshire Water. 
3. Burial Grounds. ee ‘ 43. Widnes and Runcorn Bridge. 
6. District ere eae and Guardians, 44 [Lineoln Corporation (Tramways). 
_ __ (Term of Office). ; 45. City of London Electric Lighting. 
‘. Metropolitan Common Scheme 46, Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway. 
(I etersham) Provisional Order. 47. Woodbridge District Water. 
8. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 48, Wirral Railway. 
, visional Order (No. 1). 49. Sheffield District Railway. 
9. Local. OMe Oey. Pro-) 50, East Stirlingshire Water. 
visiona rder (NO. ~). H 

10. Local Government Provisional | sas heat 
Orders (No. 2). ee PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

11. Local Government Provisional | page. 

Orders (No. 3). Smads : ; 

12. Local Government Provisional | _ The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
Orders (No. 4). | House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 

13. Local Government Provisional | bad laid upon the Table the Certificate 
Orders (Gas). from the Examiners that the further 

14. Leith Burgh Provisional Order. | Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 

15. Gas and Water Orders Confirma- ig Bill have been complied with :— 
tion. | ‘Taunton Corporation. 

16. Education Board Provisional | Th alive st , 
Orders Confirmation (Brighton 7 9 sealant eae theditae dled 
and Preston United Districts, | **”* 

&e.). <A AT r01 ipa / > 

17. Pier and Harbour Provisional | Ses aaa a 
Orders (No. 1). | Report from, That the Standing Orders 

18. Great Berkhampstead Water. not complied with in respect of the 

“4 Motherwell Water. | Plymouth, Stonehouse, and Devonport 


28. 
29. 


20. Morecambe Urban District Council | 


. Ossett Corporation Gas. 
. Southport Extension and Tram- 


24. Stockport Corporation Tramways. 
. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 


26. Paignton Urban District Water. / ‘That the Standing Orders not complied 
. Brewery and Commercial Invest- | 


(Gas). Tramways Bill 


21. Birmingham (King Edward the | ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 


Si q . | allowed to proceed, provided that proof 
nae duty yee | be given before the Examiners that the 
| transfer provided for by Clause 35 of the 
| scheduled agreement has been approved 
| of by a meeting of the company held in 
| accordance with Standing Order 64. 


ways. 


ae with in respect of the 
ment Trust, Limited. | P 


Bristol Water. | Tottenham Urban District Council Bill 
Commercial Union Assurance | ought to be dispensed with, and Bill 
Company. allowed to proceed. 


VOL. LXXXV. [FourtH SEriEs.] 28 
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That the Standing Orders nt complied | parties having appeared in opposition 
with in respect of the thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
. ‘ : Table. The Orders made on the 26th of 
Bray and Enniskerry Railway Bill June and Thursday last discharged ; and 
ought not to be dispensed with, but that , Bill committed. 
the Bill may be allowed to proceed sub- | 
ject to Railway No. 1 being struck out of | HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 


the Bill. 
ne BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE'S, AND 
That the Standing Orders not complied | ee a eee See 


with in respect of the /METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 


London County Tramways (No. 1) Bill ™ p ' C % £ Sel 

; s “1 eport from the Committee of Selec- 
al <page 00" gge pie ee gene os tion, That the Viscount Frankfort de 
powers to construct _ edo No. 7 feagng -onromg s ge omy oe eri 
: o : 1 Camher | 28 @ Member of the Select Committee on 
No. 13, and No. 6 (Vauxhall and Camber. the said Bills in the place of the Lord 


well Tramway), and one chain double line Pa 
of Tramway No. 8 (Blackfriars and Ken- Monckton (7. Gahooy) ; read, and agreed 


nington Tramway), be struck out of the 
Bill. BRAY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
Read, and agreed to. 


Moved that the Order made on the 12th 
MID-KENT WATER BILL. day of March last, “‘ That no Private Bill 
Report from the Select Committee, brought from the House of Commons 
That the Committee had not proceeded shall be read a second time after Tuesday 
with the consideration of the Bill, the the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
opposition thereto having been with-. with, and. that the Bill be now read 2¢; 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly, and 
Table. The Orders made on the 26th of | Committed for Thursday next. 


d Friday last discharged; and 
eee eee eeeny Saab eeeRnR gee; ae ROE’'S PATENT BILL [1.1.}. 


Bill committed. 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT GAS Commons. 
BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, NORTH METROPOLITAN RAILWAY 


That the Committee had not proceeded SED CANAL BILt. 

with the consideration of the Bill, no LEE CONSERVANCY BILL. 
parties having appeared in oppvsition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The Orders made on the 26th of 
© yieind last discharged; and ALEXANDRA PARK BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


| T } sg a] 20 y. n ( N ms 
FRASER SETTLED CHATTELS BILL | picsicrresirairtuteepiacminancl cis: 


ee HASTINGS CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 
SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 


BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL POWER BILL. 
‘ ‘eee a Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
Reported with Amendments. and referred to the Examiners. 


— ear Gad, _— HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 
- Returned from the Commons with 
Reported with an pene. ic Kelana sapede, 
HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION TRAM. | 
WAYS BILL. LATIMER ROAD AND ACTON RAIL- 
Report from the Select Committee, | WAY BILL. 
That the Committee had not proceeded; Returned from the Commons with the 
with the consideration of the Bill, no; Amendment agreed to. 
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MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL [H.1.1. 

Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments made by the Lords to the 
Amendments made by the Commons 
agreed to. 


CORK ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL 
(H.L. ]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 





LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. | 
Message to the Commons for leave for | 
Thomas Skewes-Cox, Esquire (a member) | 
to attend the Select Committee. | 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. (No. 177.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. (No. 178.) 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; | 
to be printed; and referred to the} 
Examiners. | 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 

ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. | 

Committed to a Committee of the | 
whole House. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 
Committed. The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Committed to a Committee of the 
whole House. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [H.1.]. 

House in Committee (according to | 
Order). The Amendments proposed by 
the Select Committee made; further 
Amendments made ; Standing Committee | 
negatived. The Report of Amendments | 
to be received on Thursday next. 


(No. 4) BILL [H.L.]. | 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and | 


{10 JuLy 1900} 


| concerned. 
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LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL- 
FIELDS MARKET) BILL. 
*LorpD MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
have been deputed on the unanimous 
desire of the Parliamentary Committee of 
the London County Council to move the 
motion standing in my name, for the re- 
committal of this Bill. It is a very un- 
pleasant task to have in any way to im- 
pugn the action of one of your Lordships’ 
Committees, and I hope I shall perform 
my task in a way that will not give any 
offence to anyone. I hope it is not 
necessary for me to tell the noble Earl 
the Chairman of the Committee, and his 
colleagues, that I do not for a moment 
impute anything in the nature of parti- 
ality to the Committee in the course 
they have adopted. This is no mere 
form of words. I am _ absolutely 
certain in my own mind that they 
came to the consideration of this 
Bill with every desire to do complete and 
substantial justice between everybody 
I would say in the first place 
that the action the Committee took was 
most unusual, and I think I might call 
it almost unprecedented. What the 
Committee did was this: They decided 


‘against the Bill after having heard the 
| promoters, and the evidence of the pro- 


moters, solely on the opening speech of 
the counsel in opposition to the Bill. 


| That is a very urusual course to adopt. 


The circumstances of this case make it 
extremely inexplicable to me and very 
mysterious why the Committee should 
have adopted that course. Now, my 
Lords, I quite understand that sometimes 
the Committee may adopt that course— 


‘that a prima facie case that appears to be 


a good case may be made out, and that 
the opposing counsel may make criticisms 
on the case and on the evidence of such 
a nature as to convince the Committee 
that what they thought was a good case 
was in point of fact a bad case. As 
regards this particular case, I think there 
is very little doubt that the promoters did 


| make what the Committee considered a 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | good prima fucie case. 


At all events, it 
was a case good enough to satisfy the 
House of Commons Select Committee, 





passed, and sent to the Commons. with Sir William Houldsworth at its head, 
, and clearly the noble Lords who composed 
| this Committee considered that a prima 
facie case had been made out, because 

Read 3% (according to Order), with the | they asked the opposing counsel to make 
Amendment, and passed, and returned to ‘his speech. Now, my Lords, if the 
the Commons. | counsel opposed to the Bill had merely 


' 28, 


GAS PROVISIONAL. ORDER (No. 3) 
BILL. 
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contented himself with commenting upon 
the speeches and the evidence produced 
in support of the Bill, I could have | 
understood the course that the Committee | | 
took; but the counsel against the | 
Bill was not content with that very dull | 
and prosaic method of proceeding. He | 
took very high flights of imagination ; he | 
produced before your Lordships’ Com- | 
mittee as facts that were uncontroverted | 
and incontrovertible, facts that were very | 
much in dispute ; he raised to the position | 
of axioms certain statements which he | 
took for granted all through his speech—- | 
statements which had been completely | 
riddled and disposed of in the House of | 


L. C. C. (Spitalfields 


{LORDS} 
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was that this market had outgrown its 
bounds, and had become a very serious 
nuisance to the neighbourhood. Your 
Lordships’ House decided that this was a 
market as it is legally called, without 
metes and bounds, and being a market 
without metes and bounds, it had a right 
tc spread itself for the purposes of the 
market over the public thoroughfares, 
and to create a nuisance which nobody 


could stop. The Home _ Secretary 
was applied to, the magistrates 


were applied to, and _ they - said 
that there was no redress. Now, this 


| market is practically under the control of 


one man, a lessee, who has more than 





Commons by the cross-examination of his | sixty years of his lease to run, and he 
own witness. That is my case, and I do , can doas he pleases. All the local bodies, 

suggest that there were two courses open | without any objection—perhaps I on ight 
to the Committee which they might have | to except the City, which does not appear 
taken, and to which I could have taken | to have taken any interest in the matter 
no exception. Une course was to disre-| at all—but all the local bodies who 
gard these statements of so-called facts interested themselves in this question of 
utterly unsupported by evidence, because | the market objected to the market re- 
he called no evidence. The second course maining in private hands; there is no 
was, if the Committee were impressed doubt about that; and 

with those statements of fact, to! neighbouring local bodies 
ask him to produce his _ witnesses | London County Council to buy. On that 
in order that he might substantiate those | point I would like to say this: that the 
statements. But the Committee did | localities principally affected by the 
neither. Apparently these statements ‘market are Shoreditch and Bethnal 
made a considerable impression on them, Green, and not any part of the new 
as they decided in his favour when he sat | Borough of Stepney, in a corner of which 
down, without hearing any evidence. My | the market happens to be. Shoreditch 
point is that the case was judged on an | and Bethnal Green have kept pressing the 
insufficient investigation of the whole | London County Council to do something 
matter, and that if the investigation had | to abate this nuisance, and preferably to 
been carried, as I think it ought to have | buy the market. With regard to the new 
been carried, a little further, very likely | borough of Stepney there are five consti- 
the result might have been different. The | tutional local bodies which will constitute 
Committee did not for a moment suggest that new borough. Of those five consti- 
that any further evidence was required. | tuent local bodies three back up Shoreditch 
Now, my Lords, the very short facts in | and Bethnal Green in wishing the London 
connection with this case, so far as it is | County Council to buy. The other two 
necessary to refer to them—and I refer | | local bodies that will compose the new 
to them, not in order that your Lordships’ | borough of Stepney, wish, not that the 
House may retry the case, but in order } market shall remain in private hands, but 
to support my contention that the | they think that, on the whole, it will be 
Committee came to their conclusion after | desirable that the new borough of Stepney 
insufficient investigation — were these : | should have control of the market rather 
This Bill was a Bill to enable the London | than the London County Council. But 
County Council to buy Spitalfields | we have a vast majority of feeling on the 
Market—market rights and all. The) part of the bodies most interested in 
market in question had been in private | favour of the London County Council 
hands for more than 200 years. It was a| buying. After long negotiation the 
market entirely outside the City | London County Council arranged to buy 
boundaries, and in a corner of what will| out the freeholders for the sum of 
hereafter constitute the new Borough of | £177,000, and they arranged with the 
Stepney. The object that the London /|leaseholder to buy him out under 
County Council had in wishing to buy,|the Lands Clauses Act. Under these 


Lord Monkswell. 


wanted the 





most of the- 
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circumstances the London County Council 
brought in their Bill to carry these 
agreements into effect. The City brought 
ina counter proposition, that was heard 
before the House of Commons, offering to 
buy the market themselves on the terms 
on which it was offered to the London 
County Council, not because they wished 
to run the market themselves, not because 
they considered there was a nuisance to 
be abated, but in order to prevent the 
London County Council having control of 
it, and for the further object, as they 
stated, of transferring this market to 
Stepney on terms that had not been 
settled if Stepney should wish to have it. 
Well, it is extremely unlikely that Step- 
ney will wish to have it,inasmuch as three 
out of the five local authorities that will 


{10 JuLty 1900} 
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substantiate his case, utterly and com- 
pletely broke down, and it so utterly and 
completely broke down that the cross- 
po seemegren of his witness was an im- 
portant factor in our case before the 
| House of Lords Committee. Naturally 
|} enough, in opening before the Lords’ 
| Committee, the counsel for the London 
| County Council referred to the discomfi- 
| ture of the only witness that the City 
| produced, namely, their town clerk, Sir 
John Monckton. Directly Mr. Worsley 
| Taylor, for the London County Council, 
tried to refer to the evidence of Sir John 
Monckton in the House of Commons, Mr. 
| Littler took strong exception to any 
reference being made to the evidence of 
|Sir John Monckton. Mr. Littler said—-I 
am quoting from page 8 of the Lords’ 


comprise the new borough of Stepney | Report— 


have given evidence in favour of the | 


London County Council having the 
market ; and Stepney, moreover, 

not oppose in the House of Lords. 
Consequently it seems to 


be extremely improbable that the 


new borough 


to take over this market. In the} 


Commons the matter was fully argued as | 
ev Oo 


between the London County Council and 
the City. Sir William Houldsworth was 
in the chair, and the result, after argu- 
ment and hearing witnesses on both sides 
on the question, was that the House of 


Commons Committee rejected the City | 


Bill and passed the London County 
Council Bill. Now it would have seemed 
that this Bill came up to the House of 
Lords under far more favourable circum- 
stances than it came up to the House of | 
Commons, because in the House of Com- | 
mons we had a great many local authori- | 
ties opposing on preamble with a view to | 
getting clauses, whereas in the House of | 
Lords the City alone was the opposer, and | 
the House of Commons, having decided | 
against the City, the alternative before | 
the House of Lords Committee was this | 


—not whether the London County Council | 
or the City should have this market, but 
whether the market was to remain in | 
private hands, or whether it was to be in | 
the hands of the only public body that | 
had brought in a Bill that had been passed | 
by the House of Commons. Now, my | 


Lords, the peculiar part of this case to | 


“Tam bound to say that when we are here 
in a fresh inquiry in one House, [ do protest, 


did | unless there is some special reason for it, 


| against going into what took place in the other 
House. Your Lordship will hear what my 


me_ to friend has to say here — 


“Mr. WorsLteEy TAYLOR: May I take it 


of Stepney will wish | that my learned friend is going to call the 


town clerk ? 

“Mr. LITTLER: You ‘may take’ nothing from 
me; I never bind myself to bargains of this kind. 
| But you may take it as a general principle 

which has been accepted many times, some- 
times against me and sometimes at my in- 
stance, that if you want to prove what has 
taken place before another Committee you 
| ought to call the witness who gave the 
evidence in question, and not read something 
| that somebody said elsewhere, and only a part 
| of that. If my learned friend is going to refer 
| to Sir John Monckton’s evidence, he must read 
the whole of it ; and if that is done—well, how 
| will your Lordships’ time be occupied? I do 


' think my friend must steer his case his own 


way, but I do protest. 

“The CHAIRMAN: Shall we have Sir John 
Monckton ? 

“Mr. LirrtLer: I do not know whether Sir 
John Monckton is here at the moment. 

“Mr. WorsLEY TAYLOR : If my friend tells 
me he is going to call Sir John Monckton, I 
will not say one word more about it. 

“Mr. LITTLER : I am not going to pledge my- 


| self as to whether I will call Sir John Monckton 


or not; but you may take this as a general 
principle, and I shall ask my Lords to follow 
it, that it is not right to read the evidence of a 
gentleman who can be produced. My learned 
triend bad better rely on what he says before 
your Lordships.” 


Then, after a further wrangle, Mr. Worsley 
Taylor says— 
“T say again if I were certain that my 


which I would draw your Lordships’ | learned friend would not take the course of 
attention is this: that the evidence relied | simply relying on his speech, and so prevent 


upon by Mr. Littler, the counsel for the | 


City before the House of Commons, to 


our having the chance of cross-examining his 
| witness and relying on him; if I were satis- 
| fied of that I would leave it at once.” 
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Then there is a further wrangle, and Mr. 
Worsley Taylor retires worsted. He 
says— 

* T desire to avoid discussion of this kind ; I 

will not say one word more ; I will leave my 
learned friend to put his reasons before your 
Lov Iships ; [ will substantiate my case by my 
e-idence, and if he does not call Sir John 
Monckton, then I shall ask your Lordships to 
remember what has taken place. There I will 
leave it.” 
Then on another occasion Mr. Worsley 
Taylor tried to refer to Sir John Monck- 
ton’s evidence, and Mr. Littler again tries 
to prevent any reference to it. Mr. 
Littler says— 

“My strict rights are that if he wants to 
prove what Sir John Monckton’s views are 
about the case he must call him in the ordinary 
way; he is alive and well. I will not go 
beyond the regular course, and I am bound to 
stand upon that in this case after the way.in 
which 1 have been treated here. I certainly 
do object, my Lord, to any reading of any 


statement that any gentleman has given who | 


is alive and well and can come before your 
Lordships. 

“Mr. WorsLey TAyLor: This is the very 
first time, my Lord, I have ever heard that an 
admission made by a witness called by the 
opposite party in the other House might not 
befure this tribunal—as before every other— 
be referred to. 

“Mr. LItTLER: The evidence was given on 
another Bill. 

‘*Mr. WorRSLEY TAYLOR: Oh! my learned 
friend surely will not take the technical poiut 
that it was on another Bill. 

‘““Mr. LitTLerR: I do; I am perfectly en- 
titled to do it.” 

My Lords, I have said that Mr. Littler 
made various statements in the course of 
his speech that had nothing whatever to 
do with, or, at all eveuts, were not con- 
fined to, criticisms of the evidence and 
speeches of counsel on the other side, but 
in which he advanced on his own account 
certain propositions. I will only deal 
with one of those propositions in order to 
illustrate my meaning. Mr. Littler’s con- 
tention all through his speech was that 
the City was the market authority, not 
only for the City of London, but for Lon- 
don within seven miles round St. Paul’s. 
He says on pages 20 and 21, and in 
other parts of his speech, ‘“ The City 
are the market authority at the present 
moment,” and he “objects to setting up 
another market authority,” and so on. 
Well, if the learned counsel thought fit to 
take that line, and to contend that the 
City was the market authority for seven 
miles round St. Paul’s Church, when the 
evidence on which he tried to make out 
that proposition broke down before the 


Lord Monkswell. 
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| House of Commons, it does seem to me 


| that Mr. Worsley Taylor was justified in 
| supposing that your Lordships’ Com- 
mittee, if they thought there was any- 
| thing in Mr. Littler’s contention, would 
| have insisted on his calling witnesses to 
support that contention, and certainly 
| would not have decided against him unless 
they had heard a witness in support of 
‘that contention. Now, I think it may 
_be taken as being a rule almost without 
exception—I have heard it so stated 
by persons who are perfectly conver- 
sant with proceedings in Parliamentary 
Committees —--that when an opposing 
counsel, after a strong prima fucie case 
being made for a Bill, refuses to call evi- 
dence to contradict the evidence that has 
been given by the promoters, that action 
on the part of the learned counsel is 
almost invariably by Private Bill Com. 
| mittees interpreted in cne way and one 
way only ; that is to say it is considered 
as equivalent, in sporting language, “ to 
throwing up the sponge.” The learned 
counsel for the London County Council 
thought that if the Committee should be 
against him simply on the speech of Mr. 
Littler, the Committee would naturally 
ask that Mr. Littler should produce his 
evidence, and on this, and I think fairly 
natural assumption, he thought he might 
safely avoid further unpleasant wrangles 
with Mr. Littler. Ido not think I need 
labour the point as to how extremely 
damaging to the City the evidence of Sir 
John Monckton was in the House of 
Commons, and probably would have been 
in this House had he been called. The 
pertinacity with which the City counsel 
fought every attempt to refer to his evi- 
dence shows how damaging he thought it 
would be to him. In fact when he was 
cornered he had to assert that he stood 
on his strict legal rights, and would take 
every objection that he possibly could in 
order to prevent that evidence being 
brought before the Committee. I say 
then that Sir John Monckton’s evidence 
was essential to the formation of a right 
judgment, and that the Committee should 
not have been satisfied with the very 
strange reason given by Mr. Littler for 
not calling Sir John Monckton. The 
reason given by Mr. Littler is this, in his 
own words, quite at the end of his speech. 
He says— 


“ Now, my Lord, { do not see that any good 
object would be gained by calling before you 
' any witness'in this matter ”— 
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Mr. Littler, of course, knew that if he | this market lapses if it is not carried into 
ealled no witnesses he would have the last | effect this year. Last year they made a 
word— /somewhat similar agreement, and your 
“ff [ thought it would I would call Sir John | Lordships threw out that Bill, and that 














Monckton. It does so happen that this week | 
is the week of the meeting of the Common | 
Council, when he is exceedingly occupied— 

exceedingly engaged ; but if he could assist 

you at all [ should be very pleased to call hun | 
before you. This is a matter of history and of | 
evidence given before you of our legal position 

under the Act of Parliament, and no dozen wit- | 
nesses could assist you in relation to 1t, and 

therefore | do not think, having regard to the 

length of time that this case has taken, I 

should be justified in taking up your Lordship’s 

time by calling evidence which would rea ly 

only, after all, be repeating in the witness- 

argument and not giving evidence as to 

act. 

Well, it was an ingenious way of getting 
out of calling his witnesses, but I must | 
say that I do not think that that is an 

excuse that the Committee ought to have 

considered satisfactory. Now, my Lords, 

it appears to me that it would set a very 

bad precedent if this was the final stage | 
of this Bill. It would set a bad precedent 

of a Committee relying solely on the 

unsupported statements of counsel 

who call no evidence. I think some- 

times counsel are disposed even now | 
under present circumstances to make 

somewhat haphazard and unfounded 

statements on behalf of their clients which 

they would find some difficulty in 

establishing, and if the promotors of a 

Bill are to have their Bill rejected simply 

on the statements of fact that are made by | 
opposing counsel, it does appear to me 

that a great strain will be put on the 

consciences of a good many counsel 

to place facts in a way that is not 

perfectly just to the Committee. I think 

that in this particular case there is a 

special reason why your Lordships 

should look farther into this matter. In 

this particular case there was not only this, 

that the learned counsel refused to call. 
any evidence, but there is on the notes in | 
the other House strong reason to believe 

that the reason why he did not call 

evidence was that he knew that it 

would be extremely detrimental to his | 
case. If Bills are to be rejected 

on the statements of counsel who there 

is good reason to believe do not call wit- | 
nesses because they are certain to break 

down under cross-examination, then it | 
appears to me that justice is not likely | 
to be done. Now, my Lords, this is a) 
serious matter to the London County | 
Council, because the agreement to buy | 


delay has cost the London County 
Council £7,000. There was a substantial 
reason, I think, for your Lordships 
throwing out the Bill last year, inasmuch 
as it was not a complete Bill. It only 
gave the London County Council power 
to acquire land and did not give them the 
market rights, and what the House of 
Lords Committee said was this ; that they 
considered the London County Council 
ought to make a complete case ; that they 
ought to buy up the market rights as 
well as buy up the land. The delay of 
a year has cost us £7,000. It is impossible 
to forecast what another delay may not 
cost. The nuisance is great. No local 
authority but the City is in favour of this 
market remaining in private hands, and 
while it does remain in private hands there 
can be no abatement of this serious 
nuisance. 


Moved, “That the Bill be recommitted.” 
—(The Lord Monkswell.) 


*THE EARL OF ERNE: I can assure the 
noble Lord that I readily accept his assur- 
ance that he does not intend to impute 
any partiality to the Committee in the 
decision they came to. At the same time 
I must point out that he is entirely wrong 
in supposing that there was any infor- 
mality whatever in the procedure before 
the Committee. The case was opened in 
the usual way by counsel, and the pro- 
moters of the Bill called their evidence, 
which, I may say, did not satisfy the Com- 
mittee. The counsel for the opponents 
then made their statement, and did not 
call evidence, and the counsel for the 
promoters were thereby precluded from 
making any reply. The room was 
cleared, and the Committee decided in the 
usual way. I do not see how we could 
have acted other than as we did, unless 
we had thrown out the Bill after the evi- 
dence of the promoters was concluded 
without hearing counsel at all. I under- 
stand from the noble Lord that his object 
in making this motion is to elicit from me, 
as Chairman of the Private Bill Com- 
mittee to which the Spitalfields Market 
Bill was referred, a statement of the 
reasons which actuated us in throwing 
out the Bill. I shall be very happy to 
give him those reasons, and I shall be able 
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to do so in very few words, because the 
point was a very narrow ore, although 
the consequences, if the Bill had been 
passed, would have been fav-reaching. 
The market powers of the City of 
London are of very ancient origin. They 
were conferred by a Charter of Edward 
IIL, and there was no attempt in the evi- 
dence to prove that those powers had 
been in any way misused or misapplied. 
I believe it is matter of notoriety that 
the markets which are under the direct 
control of the City are models of all that 
market management should be ; I believe 
they are unequalled anywhere in the 
world. This being so, the London County 
Council come forward and _ practically 
attempt to supplant the Corporation as 
market authority. If we had passed this 
Bill there is no question that it would 
have been taken to have been a precedent, 
and that the wedge, the thin end of which 
we had permitted to be inserted, would 
have been very soon driven home in sub- 
sequent Parliaments, until the Council had 
completely superseded the Corporation as 
themarket authority. Itwas admitted that 
this was the first market that they had 
attempted to get hold of. Of course, it 
was admitted that they had no powers to 
get it in the Act which constituted them, 
and could not get them without coming to 
Parliament for the purpose. The Com- 
mittee expressed no opinion whatever as 
to whether this change was desirable. 
For aught we knew, it might have been a 
desirable change or it might not, but 
what we felt, and felt very strongly and 
unanimously, was that a change of this 
far reaching nature ought not to be made 
by a Private Bill Committee of your 


Lordships’ House upstairs, by five 
Members chosen at haphazard, with 
no special knowledge whatever of 


the subject, but that if it was made 
it ought to be made after full and 
free discussion on the floor of the 
Houses of Parliament. That was the 
reason why we determined that we would 
not proceed with the Bill. I think 
there is another point that I should 
mention, although I do not say that it 
would have weighed with us in rejecting 
the Bill. This was a Bill which proposed 
not only to acquire the markets, but also 
to remove the obstruction in the neigh- 
bourhood caused by the market. Al- 
though that was the professed object of 
the Bill, there was no power taken in the 
Bill to acquire adjoining property. We 
The Earl of Erne. 


{LORDS} 


| thought that that was a very grave and 
| serious omission, but, as I said before, I 
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do not know that that would have been 
| sufficient to justify us in rejecting the 
Bill, and we rejected it entirely on the 
grounds that I have stated to your Lord- 
_ ships. 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Moruey): My Lords, I 
}should like to say one word, not, of 
| course, on the merits of the question, of 
'which I have no more knowledge than 
any one of your Lordships. I quite under- 
stand my noble friend opposite, to whom, as 
a member of the London County Couneil, 
‘this subject is one of great interest, 
calling upon your Lordships to take this 
step, but to recommit a private Bill that 

_ has been carefully considered by a Private 
Bill Committee is a very rare and most 
unusual step to take. I remember no case 
|in which it has been taken, except where 
it was alleged that the Committee had 
refused to hear evidence either for or 
against the Bill. Where a Committee 
have refused to do that, the Bill has been 
recommitted on the ground that evidence 
'had not been produced to satisfy them. 
In this case nothing of the kind is stated. 
It is quite true that the counsel for the 
opposition took the somewhat astute 
|course of not calling evidence, but 
surely the counsel has to manage his 


own opposition as best he can, and 
I think your Lordships must give 
the Committee, which was an 


experienced Committee, and their chair- 
|'man, who is a very experienced chair- 
man, credit for being able to take the 
statements of counsel at what they are 
'worth. If they had had any doubt about 
‘those statements, I take it that they 
would have given them no more credit 
than they thought they were worth. Of 
course that is quite a different thing toa 
counsel who calls evidence and confirms 
|that evidence by having his witnesses 
cross-examined. My Lords, under these 
| conditions it does not appear to me that 
there has been any irregularity in the 
proceedings of the Committee, or that the 
Committee refused to listen to any 
evidence which -vas tendered to them. 
As to the wisdom or unwisdom of their 
decision, of course I say nothing ; I know 
nothing of the facts of the case; but 
under these conditions, as the matter 
seems to have been discussed before them 


/in the only way it could be discussed, I 
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venture to think it is hardly a case for 
taking so strong a measure as recom- 
mitting the Bill. 


*Lorp MONKSWELL: Of course I 


shall not attempt to divide the House | 
after the opinion expressed by the noble | 


farl the Chairman of Committees on the 
matter, but with regard to this question 
of market authority there is a good deal 
to be said. The noble Earl, who was 


chairman of the Private Bill Committee, | 
has put it simply from his own point of | 


view. My statement would be this, that 
if the noble Earl had had the advantage 
of hearing Sir John Monckton, it would 
have been elicited that this claim of the 
City to be the market authority is an 
absolutely antiquated claim, and is cer- 
tainly, as the noble Lord knows, quite 
contrary to the “ Report of the Commis- 
sioners appointed to inquire into the 
existing state of the Corporation of the 


City of London, and to collect information | 


respecting its constitution, order, and 
government, etc.” That Commission was 
appointed in 1854. The Commissioners 
refer to this very Charter of which the 
noble Earl spoke, and they say— 


“The brevity of the ancient Charters, the 
antiquity of the language in which they are 
couched and the vagueness resulting from the 
use of concise and general expressions make it 
often a hard matter eebasaiaty to define their 
meaning. They refer often to a state of 
things which has wholly passed away, and 
their language has, therefore, to be explained 
often through the doubtful medium of anti- 
quarian research. It is also often uncertain 
what Charters and what portions of Charters 
are actually in force; how far a subsequent 
Charter repeals or interferes with the provisions 
of a former Charter; a question acting 
upon the intentions of those who gave and 
received the Charter many centuries ago, and 
obviously full of doubt and obscurity.” 


“The Charters of Edward III. and Charles I. 


granted to the Corporation contain a declara- | 


tion that no market shall be granted by the 
Crown to be holden within seven miles all 
round about the City. Whatever may be the 
right which these grants may be held to con- 
vey for the prevention of new markets.” 


That is not the case. This market was a 
market in private hands for 200 years. 
Prevention of new markets is a totally 
different thing. 


“Whatever may be the right which these 
grants may be held to convey for the preven- 
tion of new markets within seven miles of the 
City, it seems to us unsuited to the state of 
things which has grown up since the reign of 
Charles L., and we think that any such 
restrictive privilege which the Corporation 


| may now possess with respect to markets 
| without the limits of the City should be 
| repealed.” 

|My Lords, [ wish to withdraw my 
motion. 


Motion (by leave of the House) with- 
| drawn. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 19) BILL. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BALFour of BURLEIGH) : My Lords, 
I ask the House to suspend the Standing 
Orders in regard to these Bills, and allow 
them to be read a second time, under 
these circumstances. The Bills confirm. 
ing these Orders were all introduced into 
the House of Commons within a reason- 
able time, and at such a time that they 
might naturally have been expected to 
pass both Houses. Owing to the un- 


‘expected length of the Whitsuntide 


recess, the time for petitioning against 
these Orders in the House of Commons 
was extended to June 14th, the first 
day on which the House sat after 
the recess. One or two of these Orders 
were petitioned against, and the Com- 
mittee to consider those petitions did not 
meet till the 26th June. Under all these 
circumstances, and as there has been no 
delay on the part of the promoters for 
which they can be in any way held re- 


| sponsible, I hope the House will allow 


the Sessional Order to be suspended in 
the case of these four Bills, and I believe 
that I have the concurrence of the noble 
Earl the Chairman of Committees in that 


course being taken. 


THe Eart or MORLEY: Yes ; under 


_ the circumstances mentioned by the noble 
| Lord, I have no objection. 


Moved, That the Order of the 12th 
March last, ‘‘That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after Tuesday, the 26th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
Bills be now read 2¢; agreed to; and 
Bills read 2¢ accordingly. 
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tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WAR RELIEF FUNDS COMMITTEE. 

Minutes of evidence given before the 
War Relief Funds Committee ; with ap- 
pendices to the Report of the Committee, 
and an index ; Presented (by command), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890, 
AND MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Order in Council of 29th June, 1900, 
entitled “The Cyprus Maritime Order 
in Council, 1900.” 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Order in Council of 29th June, 1900, 
authorising certain pilot signals. 


PILOTAGE. 

Abstract of Returns relating to Pilots 
and Pilotage in the United Kingdom (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
No. 242, of Session 1899) (as furnished 
by the various Pilotage Authorities), for | 
the year ended 31st December, 1899. 

CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. | 

List of all Pensions during the year | 

ended 20th June, 1900, and charged upon | 


the Civil List. 





Laid before the House (pursuant to | 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


POOR LAW ADMINISTRATION 
(IRELAND). | 

Return respecting. Laid before the | 
House (pursuant to Order of the 8th) 
of May last), and to be printed. (No. 176.) | 


|necessary on equitable terms. 





MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD 

LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL. | 

Returned from the Commons with the | 
Amendments agreed to, 


COLONIAL STOCK BILL [u.1.]. 
Reported from the Standing Committee | 
without amendment, and to be read 3¢| 
on Thursday next. 


RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCI- | 
DENTS) BILL. 

Reported from the Standing Committee | 
with Amendments. The Report thereof | 


to be received on Thursday next; and | 
(No. | 
| Second Reading to this Bill. 


Bill to be printed as amended. 
175.) 


{LOR 
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ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS (SCOT. 
LAND) BILL. 
IMITATION OF COUNTY COURT PRO. 
CESS BILL [4.1]. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
without amendment, and to be read 34¢on 
Thursday next. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) EXTENSION BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
without further amendment. The Report 
of the Amendment made in Committee 
of the whole House to be received on 
Friday next. 


CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) BILL, 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBOURNE): My Lords, 
I have to ask your Lordships to accord a 
Second Reading to this Bill, which comes 
to your Lordships from the House of 
Commons. It is a short Bill, which is 
introduced to meet a difficulty which 
arose in reference to the Charitable 
Loans Act, 1843. Certain legal objec- 
tions were taken to promissory notes 
that were current at the time owing 
to certain matters—-non-residence, or 
the fact of renewals and other matters— 


_and it was deemed right to set the matter 


on a clear basis by an Act of Parliament. 


| This Bill accordingly was introduced, and 
|it has passed all its stages in the other 


House. It validates bills and promissory 
notes subject to equitable conditions, and 
provides for accounts being taken where 
It gives 
ample power to the judge to do all that 
is right in a matter of ordering payment 


| by instalments and so forth. I trust that, 


under all the circumstances, your Lord- 
ships will think fit to accord the Bill a 
Second Reading. 

Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Thursday next. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 
Lorp BALFOUR oF BURLEIGH : I 
rise to ask your Lordships to give 4 
The Memo- 
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randum which is prefixed to the Bill 


fairly, and I think with sufficient com- , 


pleteness, describes the scope and inten- 
tion of the Bill. With one exception, 
which I must mention to your Lordships, 
it is perfectly accurate, and that excep- 
tion is on page 2 of the Memorandum, in 
the fourth object. It states that the Bill 


is intended to assimilate the municipal | 


and police boundaries of all burghs. 
That statement was accurate in re- 
gard to the form in which the 
Bill was introduced into the other 


House, but it has been found that the | 


assimilation of boundaries would be too 
complicated a matter, and touch too often 
private interests, to be dealt with in a 


Bill of this kind, and therefore those pro- | 
| LAND REGISTRY 


visions have been dropped. By an over- 
sight, the statement that the Bill effects 


this purpose has not been deleted from | 


| passed. 


the Memorandum as reprinted for your 
Lordships’ House. In all other respects 
the Memorandum is, I think, accurate. 
My Lords, this Bill is largely a consolida- 
tion Bill. 
not some amendments of the law, because 
there are some here and there throughout 
the Bill ; but those Amendments are all in 
conformity with the general policy which 
has been adopted by Parliament for many 
years past—namely, to assimilate the 
conditions under which the govern- 
ment of the two classes of burghs 
in Scotland is carried on. This Bill is 
very complicated—it is full of detail ; and 
although it has not been discussed at 
length in the other House of Parliament 
it has been very fairly and very fully 
considered. A very large number of 
Amendments have been made to meet 
suggestions made during its passage 
through the other House. It has also 
been considered with great care by the 
officers of my Department, and I have no 
hesitation in recommending the Bill to 
your Lordships for Second Reading. There 
are still some Amendments which will be 
hecessary——some to protect the rights and 
interests of some of the larger burghs and 
cities of Scotland, and in one or two 
cases to adjust the rights of some of the 
counties—but with these exceptions the 
Bill, think, will not cause any serious 
discussion, and, at any rate, I hope on 
this occasion your Lordships will give it 
aSecond Reading. 


Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee}of the whole 
House on Friday, the 20th instant. 


{10 JuLy 1900} 


I will not say that there are | é 
' Lords, I rise to ask the Secretary of State 


| will have to conform. 
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LUNACY REGULATION (IRELAND: 
BILL [H.1.] 


Read 3¢ (according to Order) ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 

BEER RETAILERS’ AND SPIRIT GRO- 
CERS’ LICENCES (IRELAND) (No. 2) 
BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order); Amendments made; Bill re; 


‘committed to the Standing Committee - 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 179.) 


COPYRIGHT BILL [1.1] 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday 
next. 
(NEW BUILDINGS) 
BILL. 
tead 3¢ (according to Order), and 


| RIFLE RANGES—APPLICATIONS FOR 
rs. 


GRANTS 
*TaHE Eart or DARTMOUTH: My 


for War if he is now in a position to state 
the conditions to which applicants for a 
portion of the grant for Volunteer ranges 
I must apologise 
for again raising this subject of ranges, 
but it is somewhat an important one, and 
as I understand that now there is a fur- 
ther sum of £100,000 to be allocated, I 
should like if possible to obtain from the 
noble Marquess certain information as to 
the conditions which will have to be con- 
formed to before applicants receive a por 
tion of the grant; I want to know how 
applications are to be made, to whom they 
are to be made, and the conditions to 
which applicants will have to conform. 
Perhaps 1 may be allowed to refer back 
to the former sum of £40,000 voted last 
year, because I think I shall be able to 
explain the difficulty in which those who 
desire to obtain a portion of the grant are 
placed. The noble Marquess has told us 
that out of that £40,000 a sum of 
£35,000 has already been allocated. I 
believe I was the first to raise the ques- 
tion in this House, some twelve months 
ago, and I extremely regret to say that 
the only battalion in Staffordshire which 


has not received a portion of the 
grant is the battalion in which I 
am personally interested. The other 
day I received a letter from the 


Colonel pointing out the fact that this is 
the only battalion that has not received a 











1099 Rifle Ranges— 
portion of the grant, and stating that he 
could not understand why that is so, and 
also stating that he has received no com- 
munication in response to his application. 
He also points out, and I think he is per- 


fectly right, that his battalion is really | 
one that deserves, perhaps, more than any | 


other battalion, some little assistance, 
because his range was compulsorily 
closed ; he took time by the forelock, and 
with considerable difficulty obtained 


another range, which he has been engaged | 


since that time in making and equipping. 
He has collected all the money he could 
in the neighbourhood, and he says he is 


still £400 short of what he wants. 
Now, this is not a case of an old! 
range. I believe one of the conditions | 


laid down as regards the distribution of 


this Vote of £40,000 was that no money | 


would be given to those who were already 
in possession of ranges, but I would point 
out that in this particular case the loss of 
the old range necessitated the provision 
of a new one, and it could not, therefore, 


come under the description of an oid | 


range, because it was not made or equipped. 
Therefore, I think that a man who takes 
the initiative, and as soon as he possibly 
can obtainsa range to supply the deficiency 
is one who ought to have assistance. Of 
that £40,000, as I say, £35,000 has already 
been distributed. I may in passing sug- 
gest to the noble Marquess that the 
remaining £5,000 is amply sufficient to 
satisfy my immediate requirements. Ido 
not know whether it is tuo late, but I would 
venture to make this suggestion. 
point I particularly want to emphasise is 
the fact that this unfortunate colonel has 


done all he can to supply the deficiency. | 


Whether he applied to the wrong place or 
whether he did not conform to the rules 
or not, or what is the reason why he 
receives no assistance, he does not know, 


because he has received no communication | 
This | 


seems to me to be a gross act of discour- | 


in response to his application. 


tesy on the part of somebody. I have the 
honour of being Lord Lieutenant of the 
county, and I think it is part of my duty 
to see that the colonels of Volunteers in 


my county are treated with proper re- | 


spect. I believe Mr. Balfour has said that 
the War Office is in one respect the most 
splendid institution in the world, because 
whatever goes wrong it is impossible 
to put your finger on anybody who is 
responsible ; but if the noble Marquis 


will privately inform me who has been | 


The Earl of Dartmouth. 


{LORDS} 


The | 
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| guilty of this gross act of discourtesy and 
+ put me into direct communication with 
| him, I should be very much obliged. | 
| do think it is hard on a man who has had 
nothing to guide him, who does not know 
to whom he is to apply or where to make 
the application, that when he makes 
‘application he receives no answer. It 
| seems to me a very simple matter that 
when the communications are sent round 
the conditions to be conformed to should 
be put before the applicants, so that those 
who apply may know what conditions 
they have to conform to and to whom to 
make the application. I would just point 
| out that this £40,000 which was voted 
last year was public money voted by 
Parliament. It was intended for a specific 
purpose, and was not, I am sure, intended 
to give an opportunity to the War Office 
to have a game of hide and seek with 
the Volunteer colonels throughout the 
country. Ido trust that when this new 
allocation is made this information will 
be given to those who are principally in- 
terested. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): I 
think my noble friend has a little mis- 
apprehended the procedure which is 
followed in the distribution of these 
grants to Volunteer corps. Let me tell 
'him exactly how the facts stand. We 
had in the first place to allocate the 
£40,000, which was not voted by Parlia- 
ment, but which was provided in the 
Military Works Loans Bill. Of that 
| £40,000, £35,000 or thereabouts has, 
as he truly observes, been distributed. 
| As to that distribution our instructions 
to the local military authorities were 
\that they should give the first place 
to those corps which were as yet 
unprovided with ranges. The result 
of that was to exclude for the time every 
corps which had already provided it- 
self with a range. In that way we got 
rid of £35,000 out of £40,000. I believe 
|the remaining £5,000 is already ear- 
marked for a similar purpose, and I am 
afraid I cannot promise to act on the 
‘rather unblushing suggestion of my noble 
friend that the balance should be given 
| to him. 

*Tue Eart or DARTMOUTH: I did 
not ask for it all. 

*THe Mareuress or LANSDOWNE: 
With regard to the £35,000 there was 
certainly no “hide and seek,” because I 
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have laid on the Table of the House a 
statement of the manner in which the 
money was distributed. I now come to 
the further sum which I mentioned the 
other day as £100,000. [ am _ glad 
to be able to tell my noble friend that, 
thanks to various circumstances with 
which I need not trouble your Lordships, 
we shall have a rather larger sum (pro- | 
bably about £130,000) to spend in this 
manner. After setting aside what will 
be required for the Metropolitan 
Volunteers, the remainder of that sum will 
be distributed to corps which have already, 
at their own cost, provided themselves 
with ranges. I quite agree with what my 
noble friend said, that those corps which 
took time by the forelock, and underwent 
considerable sacrifices in order to equip 
themselves with proper ranges, ought not 
to be left out in the cold, and they will 
not be left out in the cold in this distribu- 
tio. They will receive, according to the 
circumstances of the corps, grants propor- 
tionate tothe expenditure fromcorps funds, 
grants which will probably amount to 
about half or one-third of their own ex- | 
penditure. Then as to the procedure, my | 
noble friend evidently thinks that in 
these cases the War Office waits for appli- 
cations from different corps, and makes 
its selection among the most clamorous 
applicants. That is not at all what is 
done. What has been done in regard to 
these distributions is this. The general 
officer of the district is instructed to send 
round an official who is known as the 
district inspector of musketry, and that 
official goes round to every corps in the 
district, whether an application has been 
received from it or not. He makes his 
report upon the position of the corps in 
regard to range accommodation, and 
gives advice as to the amount of 
assistance which ought, in his opinion, 
to he granted. These recommendations 
are collected and are sent up in a 
schedule to the War Office, where they are 
examined by a Committee known as the 
Ranges Committee. By that Committee 
they are sifted and revised, and upon the 
recommendations of that Committee the 
final distribution takes place. My noble 
friend will, therefore, see that it is not a 
question of instructing an applicant how 
he is to proceed. The corps have to wait 
until the local military authorities come 
to them and examine into their position, 
and report upon that position to the War 
Office. It may be that in the particular 
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|an application was made and left un- 
answered, but he does not tell me by 
whom or to whom it was made. If it 
was not answered, or if there was any 
discourtesy shown, I regret it very much, 
and if my noble friend will give me 
the particulars I shall be glad to make 
inquiry, but I wish my noble friend to 
understand clearly that the corps’ pro- 
spect of obtaining a share of this money 
does not depend on the fact of its 
having made an application to the War 
Office. 


*THeE Eart oF DARTMOUTH: I 
quite understand that, but I think it 
would be well if it was generally under- 
stood what the procedure is. Those who 
have been anxious to obtain a share of 
this grant have been under the im- 
pression that it was for them to make the 
application. Would it not be possible to 
let the conditions be generally known ? 
I do not think that it is generally known 
by commanding officers of corps that it 
is not for them to make the application. 
I continually get letters asking me what 
course ought to be followed in order to 
obtain assistance. 


*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
I think the best corrective of that state- 
ment will be found in the procedure 
which is on the point of being followed at 
this moment, and which I endeavoured to 
describe just now. This officer will go 
round from corps to corps, and if the 
corps will possess their souls in patience 
for a few days or a few weeks, each corps 


Assent. 


| will be visited by the inspector, and will 


be made thoroughly aware of what is in- 


tended. 
House adjourned at half-past 
Five of the clock, to 
Thursday next, half-past 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 10th July, 1900. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 








Message to attend the Lords Commis- 
sioners. 


The. House 
turned— 


went; and, being re- 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent 





case to which my noble friend referred, 


to a number of Bills (see page 1077). 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Ordered, That Standing Orders 293 
, and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
oe | be now read the third time.—(Mr. Cald- 
PRIVATE BILLS [Loris] (STANDING | well.) 
Sonor CONES | Ba scoordingly read the third time, 
, * ; | and passed. 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table)” 
Report from one of the Examiners of | GLASGOW DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | [Lords]. 
a “* i oe cy awa | Read a second time, and committed. 
e Lords, and referr 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
previously inquired into, and which are ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
applicable thereto, have not been complied | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
with, viz. :— ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 


Crystal Palace Company Bill [Lords]. LONDON (ST. LUKE) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred | LONDON (SOUTHWARK) PROVISIONAL. 
to the Select Committee on Standing) ORDER BILL. 
Orders. | Read the third time, and passed. 


READING CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) | EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
BILL. | ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time. 
Lords Amendments considered, and Motion made, and Question proposed, 
agreed to. |“ That the Bill be committed to a Select 
: , | Committee.”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 
VALE OF RHEIDOL LIGHT RAILWAY 
LL. 
Lords Amendment considered, an 
agreed to. 


WOLVERHAMPTON GAS BILL. 


Debate arising, and objection being 
q | taken to further proceeding, the debate 
stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
EDINBURGH DISTRICT LUNACY | next. 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time and passed, with | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
P ORDERS (No. 7) BULL [Lords]. 


Amendments. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
ALEXANDRA PARK BILL. (No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered. | Read a second time, and committed. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and | STANDING ORDERS. 


243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) | 

Bill accordingly read the third time, | 
and passed. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee :— 


1. ‘“‘ That, in the case of the Caledonian 
| Railway Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN | OUght to be dispensed with :—That the 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. | parties be permitted to proceed with 


As amended, considered ; Amendments their Bill. , 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 2. “That, in the case of the South 
| Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYs | Railways Bill eye the Standing 
BILL [Lords]. Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 


That the parties be permitted to proceed 
to bo rend | ial their Bill, ‘provided ‘they Clauen a 
be struck out of the Bill:—That the 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC Committee on the Bill do report how far 
POWER BILL. such Order has been complied with.” 


As amended, considered. ‘Resolutions agreed to. 


As amended, considered ; 
the third time. 
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SOUTH EASTERN AND _ LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 


Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
tine.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
London United Tramways Bill.—That 


they do request that this House will be | 


leased to give leave to Thomas Skewes- 
box, esquire, a Member of this House, to 
attend in order to his being examined as 
a witness before the Select Committee 


appointed by their Lordships on the | 


London United Tramways Bill. 

Lords Message requesting the atten- 
dance of Mr. Thomas 
considered. 

And Mr. Thomas Skewes-Cox, in his 
place, having consented :—Leave given. 

That they have agreed to—Great 
Eastern Railway Bill ; Hamilton, Mother- 


well, and Wishaw Tramways Bill ; St. | 
Albans Water Bill; London and Saint | 


Katherine Docks and East and West 
India Dock Companies Bill, with Amend- 


ments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 


“An Act for rendering valid certain | 


letters patent granted to John Pearce 
Roe for an invention for improvements in 
apparatus for shipping or transferring 
coal and other materials.” Roe’s Patent 
Bill [Lords]. 


ROE’S PATENT BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time ; and referred to | 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private | 


Bills, 


PETITIONS. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL, 


Petition from Kingston-upon-Hull, for | 


alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

Petition from Kingston-upon-Hull, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

ON SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Stony Strat- 
ford; Hornsey; and Norwich; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Retford ; 
| Worksop ; and Norwich ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Petition from Vale of Leven, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Reports, &e. 
’ 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Darsham ; 
Retford; Norwich ; and Louth; to lie 
upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


| FOREIGN JURISDICTION ACT, 1890, AND 

MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
‘of the 29th June, 1900, entitled The 
| Cyprus Maritime Order in Council, 1900. 
| [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
|of 29th June, 1900, authorising certain 
Pilot Signals [by Act]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


PILOTAGE. 
Copy presented, of Abstract of Returns 


relating to Pilots and Pilotage in the 
United Kingdom (in continuation of 


' Parliamentary Paper, No. 242, of Session 
1900) as furnished in the various Pilotage 


Authorities [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 265.] 


WAR RELIEF FUNDS COMMITTEE. 


Copy presented, of Minutes of Evidence: 
| given before the Committee, with Appen- 
| dices, the Report of the Committee, and 
an Index [by Command]; to lie upon the 

Table. 


CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. 


Copy presented, of List of all Pensions 
granted during the year ended 20th June, 
1900, and charged upon the Civil List 

[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to. 
| be printed. [No. 266.] 

| 
ARMY VOLUNTEERS. 

Copy presented, of Proposed Regula- 
tions under the Volunteers Bill now 
| before Parliament as to special engage- 
/ments by members of Volunteer Corps. 
| [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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Questions. 
QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
CO-OPERATION OF JAPAN IN SUP- 
PRESSING DISTURBANCES. 

Sr E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef 
field, Ecclesall) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he has any information to show 
that Japan did not at the beginning of 
the Chinese crisis despatch a sufficientforce 
to restore order at Peking owing to the 
opposition of the Russian Government. 

*THe UNDER SECRETARY 

STATE For 

(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): Her 

Majesty’s Government are not aware of 


any such opposition having been made by | 


the Russian Government. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Japan has im- 
posed any conditions upon or attached 
any stipulations to the employment of 
her troops in North China. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
etc.): On behalf of the hon. Member for 
Kirkcaldy, I beg toask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
will state the date on which Her Majesty’s 
Government addressed a communication 
to the Government of Japan, proposing 
that larger reinforcements should be sent 
to China; and whether the terms of such 
communication can be laid upon the Table 
of the House. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Communications 
between Her Majesty’s Government and 
Japan respecting the increase of force 
required at Ta-ku began on 13th June, 
and they have continued without inter- 
mission. On 22nd June Her Majesty’s 
Government addressed an urgent telegram 
to the Chargé d’Affaires at Tokio, in- 
structing him to inform the Japanese 
Government of the critical position of the 
Legations, and of the large reinforcements 
placed under orders from India, and 
urging on the Japanese Government the 
necessity of immediate action. The 
papers to be laid will include these 
despatches. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Did Lord Salisbury offer any induce- 
ment to Japan to send reinforcements ? 


[No answer was given. | 


Srr E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: [| 
| beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
| for Foreign Affairs whether the consent 
'of the Japanese Government to send 
large reinforcements to put down the dis- 
turbances in China is conditional upon 
| the consent of all the Great Powers: 

and, if so, whether that consent has been 
| given. 
The 


*Mr. BRODRICK : 


No.” 
i 


answer is 


Sim E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: To 
| which of my two questions does that 
| apply—the first or the last ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I intended to con- 
| vey that, as far as the Government are 
aware, there has been no opposition on 
|the part of other Governments. The 
answer, therefore, applies to both ques- 
| tions. 


POSITION AT PEKING—SIR CLAUDE 
MaAcDONALD’S DESPATCHES. 
*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
| for Foreign Affairs whether he can state 
|the date of the last despatch received 
from Sir Claude MacDonald ; whether our 
| Foreign Office has any knowledge of de- 
| spatches of a later date, sent from foreign 
| Legations at Peking, having been re- 
ceived ; if so, can he state the date of the 
latest despatch from any of the Legations 
at that place ; and, whether any despatch 
'known to the Foreign Office gives any 
| information as to the steps taken, and 
| preparations made, for the defence of the 
| Legations and protection of foreign resi- 
| dents in Peking ; and, if so, whether he 
'has any objection to indicate generally 
the nature of such arrangements so 
| reported. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The las telegram 
|addressed by Sir C. MacDonald to the 
| Foreign Office was dated 12th June, three 
| days after Admiral Seymour had landed 
|his force. In it Sir Claude urged imme- 
| diate measures, which had been already 
taken. I believe no telegram of later 
date was received from any other Lega- 
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tion. 
Sir C. MacDonald were received yester- 
day. In one of these he describes an in- 
terview held on 27th May with Prince 
Ching, at which the latter stated that as 
Commander of the Peking Field Force 
he was willing personally to undertake 
the protection of all foreigners. It was, 
however, decided to send for the Lega- 
tion Guards, but no assault on the Lega- 
tions appeared at that moment to be con- 
templated. 


Questions. 


NAVAL GUARD AT THE 
LEGATION. 


PEKING 


*Si J. COLOMB: I beg to ask the’ 


First Lord of the Admiralty whether the 
British Legation at Peking has any guard 
furnished by the naval forces on the 
China station ; if so, what is the strength 
and composition of the guard detached 
for that service ; and whether it was com- 


posed of supernumeraries to the comple- 


ments of ships on the station. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. GoscHEN, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): Yes. So far as is 
known there are three officers and seventy- 
five men of the Royal Marines at Peking. 
In all probability this guard was drawn 
from the Wei-hai-wei detachment, and 
not from ships’ complements. Fuller in- 
formation will doubtless be received later. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — HOSPITAL 
AND MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS— 
COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 

Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether Sir William MacCormac, who 
was last week the guest in Dublin of 
Professor Cunningham, and Dr. Jameson, 
the Director General ‘of the Army 
Medical Department, or either of them, 
were consulted with reference to the 
appointment of Professor Cunningham as 
amember of the South African Commis- 
sion to inquire into the charges brought 
against the administration of the Army 
Medical Department, and whether there 
was any communication with these gen- 
tlemen directly or indirectly with refer- 
ence to Professor Cunningham’s appoint- 
ment. 


Tue FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I think that the hon. Member will 
see that this is a question which ought 
not to be put, and, if put, one which 
ought not to be answered. 


VOL, LXXXV. [FourtH Serigs.] 
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Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Am I to 
conclude that the answer to the question 
is in the affirmative, and that he is an 
agent of the Army Medical Department ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; the 
hon. Member must only conclude that 
the question is one which ought not to 
be put. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (West- 
minster): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
give the House any information as to 
when he will announce the new constitu- 


Questions, 


_tion of the committee of inquiry 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to be 
able to give the House the information 
as to the addition of the new names at a 
very early date ; but it is not a matter 
easy of negotiation, nor is it to be rapidly 
carried through. 


PROMOTIONS FOR NAVAL OFFICERS 
SERVING IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Sirk E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether it is intended to issue, 
before the end of the war, a list of promo- 
tions for naval officers who have served 
with the field forces in Natal or elsewhere 
in South Africa, similar to that issued for 
the officers who have come home in the 
“ Powerful”; and whether promotions 
for naval officers serving with the field 
forces will be antedated in the case of 
lieutenants senior to those whose promo- 
tions have already been gazetted, so as to 
avoid serious injustice. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The question of any 
Naval promotions that may be made on 
account of the war in South Africa will 
be considered when the despatch is 
received from the Field Marshal com- 
manding in chief, giving the names of all 
officers whom he wishes to recommend. 
Should the Naval Brigades be withdrawn 
before the end of the war, their case will 
be specially considered. I am not pre- 
pared to answer the last question of the 
hon. Gentleman. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Is 


'the right hon. Gentleman aware that 


serious injustice will be done to these 
Naval officers if the promotions are not 
ante-dated, as is suggested in the 
question ? 
Mr. GOSCHEN: The hon. Member 
had better wait and see what is done. 
2T 








1111 Questions. 


STORES BORROWED BY a ARMY | 


FROM THE NAV 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will consent to lay 


{COMMONS} 


1112 
Captain NORTON: What proportion 


Questions. 


|of that staff is at the hospital at the 


upon the Table at an early date a Return | 


showing up to 3lst December, 1899, the 
amounts of the various classes of warlike 
stores borrowed by the Army from the 
Navy for the purposes of the campaign in 
South Africa. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


present time ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The whole of it is. 
there now, and was there on the occasion 
in question. The hon. Member read a 
completely misleading paragraph in the: 


‘newspapers, for which there was not a 


There will be | 


no objection to laying the Return, but | 


some of the figures are not yet at our 
disposal. 


—HOSPITAL AR- 
OF SER- 


SHORNCLIFFE CAMP 
RANGEMENTS — DEATH 
GEANT WILMSHURST. 
CapTrain NORTON (Newington, W.): 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he is aware that at an inquest 
held on Saturday last, at Shorncliffe Camp, 
on Sergeant Wilmshurst, of the Sussex 
Regiment, it was shown in evidence that 
there was nota single orderly of the Army 
Medical Corps in the hospital, and that 
Wilmshurst, when taken to the hospital 
in a fit, died before a doctor could be 
found ; and view of the comments 
made by the jury at the inquest, whether 
he can say what steps, if any, are now 
being taken to secure without delay an 
adequate staff for our military hospitals 
both at home and abroad. 


*THEe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): The 
hon. Member has been misinformed. Ser- 
geant Wilmshurst was brought to hospital 
at 5.40 a.m., and was received by the 
orderly wardmaster, who was a Militia 
sergeant trained in Army Medical Corps 
duties at Aldershot, and by a first-class 
orderly of the Royal Army Medical Corps, 
who had served both at home and abroad, 
and rejoined for hospital duty as a Royal 
Reservist in March last. The medical 
officer was sent for and arrived in a few 
minutes. The man was unconscious when 
brought to hospital and evidently dying, 
but not in a fit. Examination after death 
showed extensive heart disease quite sufti- 
cient to account for the suddenness of his 
death. No comment or rider was attached 
by the jury to their verdict. 
serving at the hospital consists of seventeen 
non-commissioned officers and men of the 
Royal Army Medical Corps, besides 
regimental soldiers. 


The staff 


vestige of foundation. 


NAVAL MANCEUVRES OF 1899—WATER- 
TUBE BOILERS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 

ralty whether he will lay upon the Table 

of the House the Report of Vice-Admirat 

Domvile on the Naval Manceuvres of 


| 1899; and will he in any case lay upon 


the Table that portion of the Report 
which relates to the water-tube boilers of 


H.M.S. “ Europa.” 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I do not propose to 
lay the Report of Admiral Domvile on 
the Table of the House, but the defects of 
the “ Europa” during the manoeuvres in 
question will be fully set forth in a Memo- 
randum on Belleville boilers, which is 
being prepared for the discussion on 
Vote 8. 


PAY OF ENGINEERS OF THE FLEET. 

Sm FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, W.R., Shipley): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether the 
recent increase of pay to the engineers of 
the Fleet is being recouped to the Admi- 
ralty by reductions in charge pay to some 
of the engineers both for cruisers and 


destroyers; whether charge pay to 
engineers in charge of machinery of 


destroyers is to be lowered from 3s. to 
1s. 6d. ; and whether there is a scarcity 
of engineers, so that it has been found 
necessary to place warrant officers in 
charge of m: uwchinery on three of the de- 
stroy ers. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, §.): 
The answer to the first paragraph is in 
the negative. The maximum rate of 
charge pay has been reduced, and the 
whole scale has been recast on the recom- 
mendation of the engineer officers them- 
selves, the net result of the changes in 
regard to pay and allowances of engineer 
officers generally being an increased 
charge to the Crown of £14,000 a year. 


The “future rate of charge pay for de- 
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stroyers will be 2s., and not 1s. 6d. as 
stated in the question. In accordance 
with the purpose for which the warrant 
rank of artificer engineer was created, 
these officers have been placed in charge 
of the machinery of a number of smaller 
vessels, and included in these are four 
destroyers of the older twenty-seven knot 
type. Such officers are considered as 
available engineer officers in the ships to 
which they are appointed, and such ap- 
pointment is no indication of a dearth 
of engineer officers. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : But 
is it not the fact that certain individual 
engineer officers will receive a less pay- 
ment for their services by this reduction 
of pay than they have hitherto received ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: Arrangements 
have been made to prevent any loss, but 
itis true that the maximum has been 
reduced to make a better distribution. 
Certain individuals in the future will 
receive less than they have been receiving 
hitherto. 


INDIA—HONNIBAL SHOOTING CASE. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): On 
behalf of the hon. Member for East Clare, 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attention has been 
called to the Honnibal shooting case, 
when Captain Wood, accompanied by 
other officers, fired into a sugar cane 
plantation and hit an old man ; whether 
he is aware that a villager named Kenguri 
detained the officers and was afterwards 
sentenced to four months imprisonment 
on a charge of assault ; whether inquiries 
have been made as to the injuries sus- 
tained by the old man at the hands of the 
officers ; and whether he will lay a state- 
ment of the whole case upon the Table of 
the House. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Haminron, Middlesex, 
Ealing) : From information received from 
India, I understand that an officer while 
out shooting accidentally wounded a 
native with small shot; subsequently a 
crowd of villagers collected, and certain 
of them acted in such a manner as to 
induce the officers to bring an action for 
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what had occurred. The result of the 
action at law was that a native was con- 
demned to three months rigorous im- 
prisonment and one month’s simple im- 
prisonment. An appeal has been lodged 
against this sentence, but has not yet 
been heard. 


Questions. 


INDIAN FIELD BATTERIES. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether the 
reorganisation of the heavy field batteries 
in India diminishes either peace strength 
or war strength in guns and men. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The whole 
question of the organisation of artillery in 
India is now under consideration. Until 
a final decision has been reached, I cannot 
give information upon matters of detail. 


COLONIAL CHAPLAINS—CHAPLAINS 


ROYAL. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether Colonial clergymen 
are eligible for appointment to the dignity 
of Chaplains Royal ; and, if so, whether 
any such appointments have as yet been 
made. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I am informed by the 
Lord Chamberlain, in whose Department 
is the appointment of chaplains to the 
Queen, that Colonial clergymen, members 
of the Church of England, are eligible and 
have been appointed. 


ISLANDS—INCORPORATION 
GROUPS WITH NEW 


PACIFIC 
OF CERTAIN 
ZEALAND. 
Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 

to ask the Secretary of State for the 

Colonies whether any decision has been 

arrived at on the subject of the memo- 

randum from the Governor of New 

Zealand, suggesting the incorporation of 

certain groups of Pacific Islands within 

the boundaries of that colony ; I beg also 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 

Colonies if he will explain how it is pro- 

posed to discriminate between the islands 

of the Pacific that will come within the 
legislative purview of the Australian 

Commonwealth Parliament, and those 





assault and wrongful restraint. I should 
add that the first acts after their release 
were to send a doctor to attend to the | 
wounded man, and inform the collector of | 


| 
| 


that are regarded by New Zealand as 
coming within her legitimate sphere of 
influence. 


2T 2 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: In answer | on Canada by the exclusion of her pro- 
to these questions I have to state that the _ ducts from Germany, except on unfavour- 
matter is one which must be discussed | able terms, the Government have given 
by Her Majesty’s Government with the | any consideration to the question 
Governments of New Zealand and of the whether some compensating advantage 
Commonwealth of Australia when it has can be given to Canada. " 


been established. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 


MOROCCO — ANGLO - FRENCH negotiations with Germany as to the n 
Tip 7 x fo) 7 % ew 
ARRANGEMENTS. Commercial Treaty were proceeding on 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs): the lines that it was not applicable to any 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State colony unless notice was given on behalf 
for Foreign Affairs whether the recent. of such colony that it desired to be in- 
occupation of Igli by French troops is in| cluded. The hon. Member was probably 
contravention of the delimitation of fron- referring to the law which had been 
tiers treaty of 1845, concluded between passed by the Reichstag pending the 
France and Morocco, and is also a breach | negotiations for the treaty. Under that 
of a subsisting convention agreed to by | law Germany had not extended to 
France and Great Britain; and whether Canada and Barbados the most-favoured- 
any representations on the subject have nation treatment for their products, for 
been made to France _by Her Majesty’s those colonies had not, in the opinion of 
Government ; if so, with what result. the German Government, reciprocated. 

c . He was not aware that the action of Ger- 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The question many had inflicted loss on the trade of 
whether the occupation of Igli by French Canada, which he was glad to say had 
troops is in contravention of the Franco- greatly increased during recent years. 
Moorish Treaty of 1845 is one which ° Es 
primarily concerns the Governments of | GeneraAL LAURIE: Has not the im- 
those two countries, and Her Majesty’s portation of Canadian products been for- 
Government do not at present feel called hidden in Germany, except on unfavour- 
upon to pronounce an opinion on the’ able terms, since Canada gave preferential 
subject. As I have already stated, Her rates to the mother country 2? 
Majesty’s Government have no separate ; 
understanding with France in respect of Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. and 
Morocco. No representations on the sub- , gallant Gentleman had better put down 
ject of the French occupation of Igli have notice of the question, as this is not a 
been made to France by Her Majesty’s | matter with the details of which I am 
Government. They have, however, as I familiar. 
informed the hon. Member on 24th May, 
received assurances at different periods of 
the desire of the French Government to 


LIGHTHOUSE COMMUNICATION— 
WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY. 


maintain the status quo. 
Srr_ R. PENROSE - FITZGERALD 
COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH GER- | (Cambridge) : I beg to ask the President 
MANY—POSITION OF CANADA. | of the Board of Trade whether the Inter- 


GreneRAL LAURIE (Pembroke and | departmental Committee to whom the 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the First question of wireless telegraphy for life- 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in the new | saving purposes has been referred is a 
Commercial Treaty now being negotiated |Committee appointed in consequence of 
with Germany, the Dominion of Canada | the recommendation contained in the final 
is specially excepted from the favourable Report of the Royal Commission on 
rates therein given to the remainder of | Electrical Communication with Light- 
the British Empire; whether this excep- houses and Light Vessels ; and whether 
tion is made on account of the provisions ,; such Committee comprises all the repre- 
of the tariff lately passed by the Parlia- | sentatives suggested by the Royal Com- 
ment of Canada giving preferential tariff | mission—namely, the Board of Trade, the 
rates to the mother country, and to other Post Oftice, the Trinity House, and 
portions of the Empire as compared with other lighthouse authorities, the Royal 
foreign countries ; and whether, in view National Lifeboat Institution, and the 
of the loss of trade that has been inflicted Admiralty. 
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TRADE (Mr. Ritcuiz, Croydon): The 
Inter-departmental Committee to which 
my hon. friend refers was appointed to 


the provision and maintenance of com- 


munication between outlying lighthouses | 
and light vessels and the shore, and | 


whether any, and, if so, what extension 
and improvement can be made therein, 
special regard being had to a system of 
wireless telegraphy ; (>) how far and sub- 
ject to what conditions the means of com- 
munication with such light stations can 
be made available for private messages 
without affecting the efficiency and 
safety of the lighthouse service ; and (c) 
how far the connections between shore 
lighthouses and post offices or coastguard 
stations should be made available for 
private messages. 
superseded that which was appointed in 
consequence of the recommendation con- 
tained in the final Report of the Royal 
Commission on Electric Communication 
with Lighthouses and Light Vessels, and 
comprises representatives of the Board of 
Trade, Admiralty, Treasury, Post Office, 
and Trinity House. 


Sir R. PENROSE-FITZGERALD: I 


beg to ask the President of the Board of | 


Trade whether he will give instructions 
to the Inter-departmental Committee to 


whom the question of wireless telegraphy | 


for life-saving purposes has been referred, 
to communicate with the German Govern- 
ment and the German lifeboat authorities 
as to the exact nature of the system in 
use in the Borkum light-vessel. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir; the Com- 
mittee will endeavour to ascertain the 
nature of the system of communication 
with the Borkum light-vessel which has 
been adopted. 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY 
SOCLETIES BILL. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
does he propose to proceed with the 
motion for the Second Reading of the | 
Savings Banks and Friendly Societies Bill, | 
which substitutes a varying rate of 


interest for the fixed rates now payable 
by law to the depositors in Post Office | 
Savings Banks ; and, if so, can he say on | 
what day the Second Reading debate will | 
be taken. 
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THE PRESIDENT or TaE BOARD or 
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THe CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 


| CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bris- 
tol, W.): I am not in a position to say 
| at present. 

consider and report (a) with respect to | 


COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL— 
JUDGES ON JURY VERDICTS. 
Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 

S.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether, 
in view of the fact that at the recent 
Assizes at Chelmsford and Worcester 
respectively, judges have in two cases 
publicly expressed disapproval of the 
verdicts of juries on prisoners tried before 
them, he will use his influence with the 
Government to induce them to take steps 
to establish a Court of Criminal Appeal ; 
and whether he will cause inquiry to be 
made into the cases of these prisoners by 
way of review of the convictions. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WHITE Rip ey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
The cases referred to are being enquired 
into, but I do not think that what has 
occurred in them is at all decisive on the 
difficult question as to the desirability of 
establishing a Court of Criminal Appeal. 


HISTORICAL MANUSCRIPTS COMMIS- 
SION—HARDWICKE PAPERS. 
*Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether the Historical 
Manuscripts Commission will publish in 
their series of reports extracts from the 
Historical and Political Correspondence 
and Papers of the First Earl of Hard- 
wicke, recently purchased by the trustees 

of the British Museum. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnsury, Pres- 
ton): The Queen’s authority to the Com- 
missioners directs them to investigate 
manuscripts belonging to ‘private persons, 
and it is clearly better that they should 
limit themselves to this field instead of 
encroaching on the work which is at pre- 
sent admirably performed by the officers 
of the Museum itself. 


*Smir HENRY FOWLER: Then are we 
to understand that where valuable manu- 
scripts are in private muniment rooms, 
and the nation purchases them, the nation 


| is to be excluded from seeing them ? 
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Mr. HANBURY: The nation can see | Whether the intimation to the public is 
them, of course, at the British Museum. | sufficiently clear I do not know, but I 
_will suggest to the Postmaster General 
*Sir HENRY FOWLER: They cannot. | that the public should be fully impressed 
with this necessity. 
POSTAL DELAY IN THE METROPOLIS. 

Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg to| Mr. COHEN: Are the double boxes 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | confined to the E.C. district 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that a number of} Mr. HANBURY: Oh, no. They are 
letters posted in closed envelopes in the | all over London. 

E.C. district by the Bank of England and aa , 
other dividend-paying agencies on 30th *Sir HENRY FOWLER: Does the right 
June and subsequent days, and containing | hon. Gentleman know that now it takes 
dividend warrants and other cheques, | 4 longer time to send a letter from the 
were not delivered in districts within the | E.C. district to Kensington than to Bir- 
metropolitan area till periods varying | mingham 1 

from twelve hours to three days after | rs : 

posting ; and whether the new postal oe Mr. HANBURY: I am afraid that the 
arrangements affect letters posted and | right hon. Gentleman is correct in his 


delivered within the metropolitan area; | statement. I myself have had experi- 
and if not, what is the cause of these | ence of a number of letters so delayed. 


delays, and when may they be expected A ; 
to cease. *Sir HENRY FOWLER: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman take steps to put an 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster | end to the delay ? 
General, I am informed, is not aware that ‘ ; 
any such delay as the hon. Member de-| Mr. HANBURY: It is not in my 
scribes occurred ; but it is probable that | power to do so. But I will press the 
some of the large number of letters col- | Postmaster General to do so. 
lected from the Bank of England on the | haus 
date named were not delivered in ordi-,| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is there to 
nary course, because it appears to have | be an extension of this system of making 
been found impossible at the Bank to/| the public sort its own letters under 
comply with the Department’s request | penalty of delay in the delivery ? 
that the letters should be divided into | il 
batches for London and the provinces re-| Mr. HANBURY: I do not know 
spectively. The new arrangements do Whether it will be extended. But it is 
not, as a rule, affect letters posted and | universal all over London. 
delivered within the metropolitan area, | 
but it is essential to punctual delivery | 
that letters posted in the E.C. district in | s , ’ 
the usual way, should be put into the) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Is this 
proper boxes according to their destina- system the result of the appointment of 
tion ; that is to say, London letters into | Lord Londonderry ? 


the London box and provincial letters | - 
into that for the provinces. | *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 








An Hon. MEMBER: No. 


| 
Mr. COHEN: May I ask whether it) DELAYS IN AUSTRALIAN MAIL 
is not possible to give some clearer indi- DELIVERIES tN LONDON. 
cation on the letter-boxes as to the) Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the 
division in which letters should be posted ; Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
because the present instructions are in- | the Postmaster General, whether he is 
visible in the dark hours ? |aware that there have been repeated 
| delays in the delivery of the Australian 
Mr. HANBURY: Now that letters | mails in London through the inefficiency 
are sorted, some at St. Martin’s-le-Grand | of the Continental railway arrangements ; 
and some at Mount Pleasant, it is all the and whether the Postmaster General can 
more important that the right letters | bring any pressure or influence to bear 
should be put into the right boxes. | upon the French and Italian railway 





. a ao ee. a 


>= @ « —& TA 


Qe 


yxXes 


are 


ight 
kes 
the 
Bir- 


the 

his 
eri- 
1. 


the 
tan 


my 
the 


> to 
cing 
ider 


now 
it is 


this 
t of 


IL 


the 
ting 
1e is 
ated 
alian 
ency 
nts ; 
| can 
bear 
lway 





1121 Questions. {10 JuLy 1900} Questions. 1122 


authorities with a view to securing the , headings, and also under the heading im- 
rapid and uninterrupted transit of the mediately following, for the year ending 
Australian mails to London. | 3lst March, 1900. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster | *THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
General is aware that on one or two GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The 
recent occasions the Australian mails have | figures desired by the hon. Member in the 
sustained delay in their transmission from order of the headings of the Return are 
Naples to this country, and, as was stated | for 1899: £161,912; £5,379 12s. 2d.; 
in reply to a somewhat similar question | 621,405 ; £372,332 14s. For 1900: 
in this House last week, he is making con- | £149,073 ; £64,036 15s. 5d.; 626,341 ; 
tinued effort to prevent delay in this | £374,090 13s. ; £321,396. 
service. Representations have already | 
been addressed to both the French and | Ey ee Rares ea 
Italian Governments on the subject. —- epee Lek a 

| 


| Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY—DUMFRIES- | ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
SHIRE TRAIN SERVICE. /representing the Postmaster General, if 
Mr. JOHNSON-FERGUSON (Leices- | his attention has been called to the fact 
tershire, Loughborough) : I beg to ask that the existing post office service at 
the President of the Board of Trade} Coagh, county Tyrone, is defective in 
whether his attention has been called to | consequence of its mails being sent via 
the service of trains between Carlisle and | Moneymore instead of from Cookstown ; 
the local stations of the Caledonian Rail- | is he aware that the change of connection 
way in Dumfriesshire, which frequently | to Cookstown could be made at slight 
entails on passengers to and from stations | cost, and, if made, that English and 
south of Carlisle a delay at Carlisle of | Dublin mails would reach Coagh seven 
two or three hours before getting a train | hours and thirty-five minutes sooner than 
to take them to their destination ; and | they do at present, and that replies to 
whether, considering the obligation of the | English letters would reach their destina- 
railway companies to provide reasonable | tions in two days instead of four; and 
facilities, he will, in the interest of the| whether, with a view to remedy 
public, use his good offices with the Cale-| the grievance, he will reconsider the 
donian Railway Company to secure a; memorial of the inhabitants of Coagh 
better service of local trains. | and district. 
| 
Mr. RITCHIE: I have been in com-; Mr. HANBURY: The question of 
munication with the railway company serving Coagh from Cookstown instead 
concerned in regard to the hon. Member’s | of from Moneymore, with the view of 
question, and they state that the local accelerating the day mail from Dublin 
trains now run to and from Carlisle are containing the English letters, was con- 
as numerous as the demands of the traffic | sidered last year, but it was found that 
would justify. It is added that an the change could not be made without 
additional train put on experimentally considerable additional expense, which the 
last year to connect with the down day | circumstances did not justify. 
express from London was made little use 
of. I shall be happy to show the com- Mr. DOOGAN: I will send the right 
pany’s reply to the hon. Member if he so, hon. Gentleman some information on the 
desires. subject. 


FEE GRANTS (SCOTLAND) RETURN.) [RISH MEDICAL OFFICERS OF 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): | HEALTH. 

I beg to ask the Lord Advocate if he can’ Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
state the amounts paid out of the Local Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
Taxation (Scotland) Account in respect land whether his attention has been 
of each of the four headings left blank, | directed to the provision of the new Sani- 
for the year ending 3lst March, 1899, in | tary Order of the Irish Local Government 
the Return headed Fee Grant (Scotland), | Board, by which the tenure of Irish 
No. 224 of that year, and if he can state | medical officers of health has been funda- 
the amounts respectively under the same | mentally altered from that provided by 
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the Act of 1878, which secured fixity of 


Questions. 


tenure save for sufficient cause; and | 


whether he can state the authority under 
which the alteration has been made. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds 
Central): The hon. Member is under a 
misapprehension. The provisions of the 
new Sanitary Order in regard to the 
tenure of medical officers of health are 
identical, except for slight differences of 
wording, with those contained in the 
Order issued under the Public Health 
Act of 1878. 

LICENSING CONVICTION AT 
CAHIRCIVEEN. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that at the Cahir- 


civeen petty sessions, which were held | 


about the middle of June, 1900, the fol- 
lowing magistrates attended: Messrs. J. 
W. Leahy, A. J. M‘Dermott, R.M., and 
the Hon. Francis Spring Rice, and that a 
local licensed publican named Mary 
O’Neil, of Renard,-was fined by those 
magistrates in a sum of £2, and a record 
on the licence; whether the offence 
charged against Mary O’Neil was the sale 
of drink after the legal closing hours ; 
whether he is aware that the only evi- 
dence given in this case was that the 
licensed publican treated gratuitously the 
man found on the premises to a half glass 
of whisky; and, whether he can state 
what offence was committed. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The facts are 
as stated in the first and second para- 
graphs, except that the date of the petty 
sessions was the 12th May. As regards 
the third paragraph, the decision of the 
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| ROCKCORRY SPIRIT LICENCE CASE. 
Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.); 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
report has been made to the constabulary 
| or excise authorities in Ireland in relation 
|to the case wherein the agent of Lord 
| Dartrey’s estate obtained, in his own 
name, a transfer of a spirit licence at 
| Rockcorry petty ‘sessions ; has the agent, 
Mr. Leslie, complied with the require- 
ments of the law by placing his name 
_ above the public-house door as licensed to 
| sell drink for consumption on or off the 
| premises, or is the name of his prede- 
| cessor still there; and has the Govern- 
| ment finally decided to take no action in 
‘relation to the manner in which this 
| magistrate and land agent obtained the 
transfer. 
| 


Questions. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The police 
| have no duties to discharge in relation to 
the matters mentioned in the first para- 
‘graph. When the transfer of the licence 
|is completed it will be the duty of the 
police to see that the person named in 
| the excise licence complies with the pro- 
visions of the law referred to in the 
second paragraph. The answer to the 
last paragraph is in the affirmative. No 
necessity for any action on the part of 
the Government has, so far, arisen. 
PUBLIC 


| LOCOMOTIVES ON _ IRISH 


ROADS. 

| Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
| Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
| of Ireland if he can see his way to add to 
| the Local Government (Ireland) Amend- 
ment Billa clause to assimilate the law 
‘in Ireland to that of England in reference 
| to the use of locomotives on public roads. 


justices at petty sessions was upheld on an | 


appeal brought by Mes. O'Neil to the 
Killarney quarter sessions ; evidence to 
the effect stated may have been given on 


her behalf—for that appears to be the | 


usual defence—but evidence of a sale of 
drink, apparently of a more convincing 
character, was produced by the police 
against this publican, who has three times 
previously within the last three years 
been convicted of a similar offence. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Was the man found on 
licensed premises a fisherman who had 
slept seven miles away the night before, 
so that he was a bona fide traveller ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Such a clause 
| would be out of order and could not be 
| added to the Bill. 
| FISHERY REPRESENTATION ON THE 
IRISH AGRICULTURAL BOARD. 
Mr. SETON-KARR (Lancashire, St. 
Helens) : I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Department of Agriculture for Ire- 
land, as under the provisions of the 
Agricultural and Technical Instruction 
(Ireland) Act, 1899, the entire powers 
and duties of the Inspector of Irish 
Fisheries are placed under the control of 
the Department created by the said Act, 
whether the Agricultural Council and the 
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Agricultural Board have power to advise 


the Department on the various subjects, | 


including fisheries; whether the said 
Council and Board are now fully con- 
stituted ; and will he explain why, al- 
though the Department had the power of 
appointing thirty-four members to the 
said Agricultural Council and _ four 


member to the said Agricultural Board, no | 


representatives of the large fishery owners 
have been selected among the said 
members so appointed ; and whether the 
Government will take any, and, if so, 
what steps to secure adequate representa- 
tion of the large fisheries of Ireland on 
the Agricultural Board or other appro- 
priate Department. 


Mr. G. W. 
PLUNKETT) : The 
paragraph is in 
the disposal of the sum of £10,000 a 
year assigned for the purposes of sea 
fisheries in the Act is under the full con- 
trol of the Department, and does not re- 


BALFOUR (for Mr. 
reply to the first 


quire the consent of any other body. The | news] it : 
| Wexford and Kerry prior to the year 


Council and the Board are fully consti- 
tuted. In selecting persons for appoint- 
ment on both bodies the Department 
took into consideration the various public 
interests involved, and did not consider it 
their duty to provide, as the hon. Mem- 
ber’s question appears to suggest, for the 
representation of private interests. I 
understand that amongst the representa- 
tives appointed are persons who were 


chosen with reference to fishery interests. 


Mr. SETON-KARR: Is it not a fact 
that, while the fisheries are valued at 
£600,000, the only twomembers appointed 
to represent it are one whose fishery 
interest is valued at £15 a year and 
another interested to the extent of £20 a 
year, while the rest of the industry is 
absolutely unrepresented ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
hardly arises out of the question. 


ARKLOW FISHERMEN AND DRIFT- 
NET FISHING. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will favourably consider the request of 
the fishermen of Arklow for the repeal of 
the laws prohibiting drift-net fishing be- 
tween sunrise and sunset, as stated in 
their petition presented to this House. 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: If a copy of 
the petition referred to be forwarded to. 
the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction, the matter will be: 
considered. 


Questions. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD: 
AND IRISH COUNTY COUNCILS. 
Sr THOMAS ESMONDE (Kerry, 

W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 

Treasury if an opportunity will be given 

this session to discuss the action of the: 

Local Government Board for Ireland to- 

wards the Irish county councils. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This matter 


has already been discussed twice, and I 


think it has had its proper share of 
Parliamentary time. 


IRISH NEWSPAPERS IN THE BRITISH 
MUSEUM. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury it he 
will take steps to secure that the local 
newspapers relating to the counties of 


1835, which have accumulated in the 
British Museum, and are now about to be 
destroyed, be handed over to the county 
councils of these two counties respec- 
tively. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The British 
Museum Bill has been withdrawn, and 
the authorities, therefore, have no power 
to destroy the newspapers. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. Gen- 
tleman aware that these county councils 
have passed resolutions asking for the 
return of these papers? Have the British 
Museum authorities acceded to their 
request ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Have the 
trustees of the British Museum any legal 
power to destroy documents ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. AsI 
understand it, the Bill asked power to. 
transfer the custody of the papers to the 
local authorities ; but it has been with- 
drawn, and they mast, therefore, retain 
them. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : When 
will the Memorandum on Water-tube 
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Boilers be in the hands of Members ? 
Will the Navy Vote be taken on Friday ? 


Standing Committee 


Mr. GOSCHEN : In all probability the 
Navy Estimates will be taken on Friday, 
and I hope that the Memorandum will be 
issued in time before the discussion. It 
depends, however, on the final print of the 
Memorandum whether the Estimates will 
be taken ; but I am almost sure that they 
will. 
shall 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: We 


know, at the latest, to-morrow ? 
Mr. GOSCHEN : Yes. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he ?s still in hopes of being able 
to proceed with the Factories and Work- 
shops Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. I hope 
to make a statement on Monday, and 
antil then my hopes are not of a defined 
a 
Axind. 


Mr. DILLON : When is it proposed to 
take the Third Reading of the Irish Tithes 
Bill? Will it be put down as the first 
Order of the Day ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [hope to take 
it as the first Order en Thursday. Of 
course, it depends in part on the progress 
made with the Agricultural Holdings 


Bill. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Law, ete., with Amendments. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 267.] 

Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing 
‘Committee to be printed. [No. 267.] 

Bill, as amended (in the Standing Com- 
mittee), to be considered on Thursday, 
-and to be printed. [Bill 291.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill intituled 
“An Act for the regulation of the burn- 


ing of human remains, and to enable, 


burial authorities to establish crematoria.” 
‘Cremation Bill {Lords}. 


{COMMONS} 
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STANDING COMMITTEE ON’ TRADE, 
ETC.—COMPANIES BILL. 

THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon): | 
have to move the resolution standing in 
my name. I should like to explain that, 
although it has rather a _ formidable 
appearance, it isin accordance with custom, 
and the House will understand that even 
if it passes it will be entirely in the 


on Trade, &e. 


_hands of the Committee to say on what 


days they will meet and how long they 
will sit. There is no intention to ask the 
Committee to suffer any undue strain 
either of time or attention ; but a heavy 


Bill has to be dealt with, and, having 


regard to the late period of the session 
and the universal desire that this Bill or 
something like it should be passed, I hope 
that the House will assent to the motion, 
I may point out that so far we have only 
had three sittings, and each only lasted 
about two anda half hours. We have got 
through but very few clauses, and though 
I do not think there will be any necessity 
for very frequent sittings or undue debate, 
I do suggest it should be put in the 
power of the Committee to sit more fre- 
quently and longer if they so desire. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, until the conclusion of the con- 
sideration of the Companies Bill, the 
Standing Committee on Trade, ete., have 
leave to sit every day during the sitting, 
and notwithstanding the adjournment of 
the House.”—(Vr. Litchie.) 


Mr. OLDROYD = (Dewsbury): On 
what day will the Committee next sit ! 


Mr. RITCHIE: It will sit on Thurs- 
day, and I want to make it possible for it 
to sit on Friday if it will consent to do 
sO. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): Is this motion, which is of the 
kind usually made by the Chairman of 
the Committee, proposed with the consent 
of the Committee ? 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.} 
said the right hon. Gentleman had rather 
suggested that members of the Committee 
who had taken great interest in the Bill 
has obstructed its progress. Now, for his 
part he ventured to say that they, like 
himself, desired to see the Bill passed in 
the best possible form. It must be ap 
parent to everybody on the Committee 
that it contained a great many points 
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1129 Standing Committee 
which the right hon. Gentleman himself | 
had not even considered until the Com- 
mittee sat. He was not suggesting that 
the right hon. Gentleman was in any way 
to blame for that, for, as they knew, the 
Bill had come down from the House of 
Lords, which had taken six years to pro- 
duce it. The right hon. Gentleman now 
suggested that more time should be given 
to the Bill, and that the Committee 
should sit oftener. They had so far only 
held three sittings, each of them lasting 
rather over two and a half hours, and he 
did not think it could be denied that 
they had made considerable progress. 
This motion had been made without the 
Committee being consulted and having 
an opportunity of stating whether or not 
they desired it. He for one strongly pro- 
tested against it. Under it power was 
taken to sit on Saturdays, although he 
hoped it was not the intention of the 
right hon. Gentleman to do that. In 
order to make it quite clear, however, 
he would move as an Amendment to 
insert after ‘“‘every day,” “except Tues- 
days, Thursdays, and Saturdays during the 
sitting of the House, but not later than 
half-past. three.” 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Is it 
in order for an individual member of a 
Committee without consulting that Com- 
mittee to move such a resolution as 
this ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is it not the fact that a Committee ap- 
pointed by this House is a foreign body 
sitting outside, and of the proceedings of 
which this House has no knowledge until 
it receives its Report? Is it not the case 
that the House can only be properly in- 
formed of the proceedings uf a Committee 
through its chairman 4 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The motion is one for 
which there are precedents. It is in order 
for the Government dealing with a 
Government Bill to put down a motion of 
this kind without consulting the Chair- 
man of the Committee. It is quite true | 
that a motion is frequently made at the 
very commencement of the sitting of the 
House, and without notice, to enable a 
Committee to prolong its sitting, and 
that I do not put it from the Chair 
unless it is moved by the Chairman 
or some Member specially designated by 
him. But that only applies to motions 
made at that time, and of which no notice 
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has been given. But this is a motion by 
the Government in respect of a Govern- 
ment Bill. Notice was given of it, and it 
is in order, 


on Trade, &c. 


Mr. BRODIE HOARE (Hampstead) 
seconded the Amendment. He did not 
entirely agree with all said by the hon. 
Member who moved it, as he would like 
also to exclude Wednesdays, for the very 
good reason that the Public Accounts 
Committee, of which he was a member, 
met on that day, and obviously he could 
not be in two places at the same time. 
He wished, further, to add his testimony 
to what was said by the hon. Member for 
South-west Maachester, that there had 
been absolutely no obstruction and no 
long speeches. The divisions had been 
very close: in one the Government had 
been beaten, and in several cases they had 
only had a majority of two. The divisions 
had not been taken on party lines. The 
Bill had proved to be one of most extra- 
ordinary complication, and it required, if 
he might repeat a famous phrase, a “ few 
men of common sense” to give it very 
careful consideration. Althoughten clauses 
had been passed, the most contentious 
points had been reserved for the Report 
stage. If the motion of the right hon. 
Gentleman were carried, the only thing 
he could do would be to absent himself 
entirely from the Committee, and devote 
his energies to the Report stage. He had 
put down Amendments which he did not 
intend to be obstructive, but which he 
believed to be important, and he would 
move them some time, with a view to im- 
proving the administration of joint stock 
companies. He had given up the director- 
ship of one of the two very important 
companies with which he was connected, in 
order to assist in passing a satisfactory 
Bill. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The form of the 
Amendment would be improved if 1t 
were put as follows— 

“To leave out the words ‘every day’ in 
order to insert ‘on Mondays and Fridays until 
half-past Three o’clock.’”’ 

Mr. GALLOWAY : I will accept that 
form. 

Amendment proposed— 


“ After the words ‘every day,’ to insert the 
words ‘on Monday and Friday until half-past 
Three o'clock.’ ”—(Mr. Galloway.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘every day’ stand part of the Question.” 
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Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Member 


made one statement which I wish at once 
to contradict. I do not think he has been 
present at all the meetings. 


Mr. BRODIE HOARE: I was _ pre- 
vented by urgent business from attending 
yesterday’s meeting, but I have been 
present at the others. 


Mr. RITCHIE: It was at the last 
meeting that the question arose of more 
frequent sittings. It is not accurate to 
say that all the important points have 
been reserved for the Report stage. 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Kast Wolverh: ampton if I am 
not correct in that. At the last meeting 
considerable dissatisfaction was expressed 
in more than one quarter at the short 
time the Committee had to work. It 
was suggested that the Committee should 
sit longer on that particular day, but 
there were some dissentients, and at last 
the Chairman said he would go down to 
the House and ask for liberty to sit. 
then stated I would call further attention 
to the matter and move a resolution on 
the subject. Subsequently I consulted 
my hon. friend the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee as to the best course to pursue, 
and he expressed his own readiness to 
come down and move the resolution now 
under debate. I said I did not think it 
was necessary that he should do so. It 
has now been moved in the usual form. 
need hardly say I shall not ask the Com- 
mittee to consent to meet on Saturdays, 
nor will it be invited to meet at any day 
or hour which would be inconvenient to 
the great bulk of the members. But it 
might sometimes sit till four or five o'clock, 
and perhaps meet on one or two extra 
days, so that it may get through its work, 
and report the Bill to the House in time 
to enable it to consider the various impor- 
tant questions involved. I[t is most 
desirable that we should make a strong 
endeavour to pass this Bill, which has 
heen before Parliament four or five years. 


Strr ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): May I point out that this 
motion is purely a permissive one, and 
when it is passed it will still be in the 
hands of the Committee to decide when 
and how long it shall sit. I should be 
extremely sorry to see the labour spent 
on this Bill thrown away for the sake of 
having one or two additional meetings of | 
the Committee. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, §.) : 


As a member of the Committee who 
has taken some little interest in the 
Bill, I venture to express a hope that the 
motion of the right. hon. Gentleman will 
be accepted. Some members of the Com- 
mittee have, at considerable personal in- 
convenience, made a point of attending 
the meetings, and it has been not a little 
disappointing to find what an extremely 
small amount of time has been at our dis- 
posal. When only one or two matters 
have been discussed the hands of the clock 
have approached three, and the time has 
arrived for adjourning. If the motion is 
carried, the Committee will still be able 
to arrange its own mectings and consult its 
own convenience. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Do I under- 
stand that the Amendment as now 
worded will exelude Wednesdays ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: It is very 
important that members of the Public 
Accounts Committee should be present at 
the meetings of that body, and therefore 
I hope the House will agree to the ex- 
clusion of Wednesdays. I[ cannot com- 
prehend the right hon. Gentleman coming 
down here otherwise than as the mouth- 
piece of the Committee ; unless he is so 
his action strikes at the very root of the 
constitutional power of the Committee. 
If you are to say that a Committee is to 
be in the hands of any Member of the 
Government, and that any proposition, 
however wild, novel, or unexpected, may 
be brought forward by him simply because 
he happens to sit upon the Committee, 
you strike at the root of the authority 
and power of that Committee. It seems 
to be clear that in this instance the 
Committee has not been consulted. If it 
had been, then I conceive it was the duty 
of the Chairman, and not of an incidental 
member of the Government who happens 
to be on it, to act as its mouthpiece here. 
It behoves the House to deal very care- 
fully with this matter. I hope the right 


hon. Gentleman will reconsider _ his 
motion. I think he has done this thing 


without reflection, and here is an oppor- 
tunity for the right hon. Gentleman to 
make a graceful concession and to state 
that he will accept the Amendment. 


*Sin HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): I feel it my duty to express my 


‘ concurrence with what has fallen from the 
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Members for West Wolverhampton and 
South Leeds, and I would also endorse 


what was said by the hon. Member for , 


Hampstead that there is great need on 
the Committee for men of commen sense. 
I would ask the House to deal with this 
matter in a common-sense way and not 
wander into any of the constitutional by- 
paths suggested by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn. The hon. Member said 
that there was only one member of Her 
Majesty’s Government upon that Com- 
mittee; but I would remind him that 
upon that Committee there will be found 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
Attorney General, the Solicitor General, 
and the Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. I think that is a very fair 
complement of Government representa- 
tives. This motion is really to enable the 
Committee to do what it likes. Under the 
rules of the House the moment the bell is 
heard tingling, whatever the Committee 
are doing, they have to stop. A Committee 
which assembles at twelve o’clock to rise 
at three, with an adjournment for half an 
hour for lunch, has not much time for 
business. The Committee come to the 
House and ask to be emancipated from 
this position, leaving the matter entirely 
in the hands of the Committee. My ex- 
perience of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite and the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee makes me absolutely certain 
that no measure will be passed by 
the Committee to interfere with the 
convenience of Members, or with 
Wednesdays or Saturdays. What we 
want to be able todo is to meet at eleven 
if we choose, or go on till five, in order 
to get through the work which the House 
has given us todo, I wish to ask another 
question, and it is whether this Bill is to 
be passed or not? A large number of 
hon. Members would have liked to have 
seen the Companies Bill made somewhat 
stronger ; but, speaking with some know- 
ledge of rejecting a Bill one session in the 
hope of a stronger measure being brought 
forward in the next session, I think a bird 
in the hand is worth two in the bush, and 
this is a very good Bill as far as it goes. 
Hon. Members will have an opportunity 
of considering the measure when it comes 
down fromthe Committee. In the mean- 
time the Committee stage must be got 
through, and it cannot be got through in 
the limited time which is placed at the 
disposal of the Committee this session. I 
think it would be a very great pity 
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on Trade, de. 


and would strike a very serious blow at 
these Committees if, after a large number 
of Members had devoted their time 
and attention to endeavouring to pass a 
Bill, that Bill should be thrown over at 
the end of the session and all their labour 
wasted. I shall support the motion of the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): At the risk of wandering into 
one of those constitutional by-paths 
alluded to by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for East Wolverhampton, I 
would like to call attention to the ordinary 
method of procedure. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman wants every Standing Committee 
to be the custodian of its own movements, 
to sit when it hkes and where it likes. 
I must remind hon. Members that the 
House has always itself laid down a general 
rule upon this question which it has only 
varied under special circumstances. The 
service of the House, after you, Mr. 
Speaker, have taken the Chair, has always 
had precedence over all other business, 
and I do protest against the doctrine being 
laid down that the service of the Honse 
itself is to be put aside, and that hon. 
Members are to be called upon to perform 
dual services upstairs and down at the 
same time. The way to get over the 
difficulty is that the Committee should sit 
at a reasonable hour which suits the con- 
venience of the Members, but they should 
not be permitted by the House to sit after 
3.30. I think that to sit after that time 
would be running counter to all precedent, 
and it is not merely red tape, but it 
simply means that the service of the House 
itself stands forward as our first considera- 
tion. I venture to suggest that 3.30 of 
the clock should be the limit. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): As a 
humble member of the Standing Com- 
mittee I wish to point out that the ques- 
tion is not so much whether the Bill is to 
pass or not, as was asked by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
hampton, but whether the Bill is to be 
passed with or without adequate discussion. 
It is impossible for this bill to be passed 
with adequate discussion if you call the 
Committee together to discuss the Bill 
when the busiest members of it are en- 
gaged elsewhere. They will not attend 
then, and the measure will be discussed 
in a very perfunctory manner. What is 
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the meaning of all this hurry? Inever, *Mr, ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 


saw the motion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man until I came down to the House to- 
day, and nobody ever suspected that such 
a motion was going to be made. One 
might assume from this hurry that the 
existence of the Government was at stake, 
and that the Government would inflict 
upon the country the calamity of going 
out of office if the Bill were not passed. 
It is a most contentious and difficult Bill, 
and it is impossible not to admire the 
ingenuity and skill with which the Com- 
mittee have discussed every line and word 
of the clauses of the Bill already dealt 


with. I think the House should have 
an almost perfect Bill brought before 
it. It is really of little importance 


whether the Bill is passed this vear or 
next vear, for it does not virtually affect 
the business of the country. I do not 
think the right hon. Gentleman the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade has shown 
the slightest reason for the extraordinary 
course which he has taken. 


*Mr. MARKS Hamlets, St. 
George’s): As a of this Com- 
mittee, I wish to say that I share the ex 
pression of regret made by my hon. friend 
that this matter was not mentioned when 
the Committee was sitting because if it 
had been so mentioned an opportunity 
would have been given of making a sug- 
gestion to the right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill which I may be per- 
mitted to make now, and which would 
tend to save time. It is that he should 
confer with those members of the Com- 
mittee who put down acceptable Amend- 
ments on the Paper with a view to re- 
ducing the amount of discussion that 
goes on in connection with them. During 
the past three sittings we have been 
discussing Amendment after Amendment 
and voting them down, and after they 
have been discussed and rejected the 
right hon. Gentleman has more than 
once accepted some Amendment which 
has stood on the Paper the whole time. 
If those Amendments had been accepted 

the first instance, all the discussion 
which preceded them would have been 
rendered unnecessary. There is a strong 
disposition to put the Bill forward as 
rapidly as possible, but if quick progress 
is to be made, useless discussion must be 
avoided, and the acceptance of reason- 
able Amendments, to which no real objec- 
tion exists, shoul‘ be promptly notified. 


Mr. Maclean. 


(Tower 
member 








E.): As Chairman of the Committee | 
desire to say a word or two to remove 
any misapprehension that may exist as to 
my own position in this matter. The fact 
is that at several sittings of the Committee 
there has been a desire manifested to make 
progress with the Bill if necessary during 
the time when the House is sitting. This 
was especially so at the last meeting, at 
the conclusion of which I signified to the 
right hon. Gentleman the P resident of the 
Board of Trade that I was perfectly 
willing to move in the House for leave 


for the Committee to sit during the 
sittings of the House. The right hon. 


Gentleman kindly expressed his readiness 
to make such a motion himself, and that is 
the motion which I anticipated would be 
on the Paper. When I saw the actual terms 
of the motion this morning for the first 
time, I was verymuch surprised. The right 
hon, Gentleman has informed me, since | 
entered the House this afternoon, that he 
was informed at the Table that this was 
the usual motion made upon oceasions of 
this kind ; and under those circumstances 
[ presume that I should myself have had 
to make a motion in the same terms. It 
appears to me, however, that those terms 
are a great deal too wide. I could not 
comply with them myself. I am bound, 
for instance, to be on Wednesdays in the 
Chair in the Public Accounts Committee, 
and it would be impossible for me to be 
in the Chair of the Standing Committee 
on that day. The difficulty might, per- 
haps, be got over by means of an 
Emergency Chairman, under the arrange- 
ments which members of the Chairman’s 
Panel make among themselves ; }ut 
that is not desirable. It appears to me 


that a motion asking for leave to sit 
while the House is sitting is all 
that is necessary. The Committee 
already have the power to meet at 
eleven or twelve o'clock. It also has 
power to meet on a Monday, Tuesday, 


Thursday, or Friday, and last week the 
Committee did sit on Tuesday instead of 
the usual Monday, and the same diver- 
gence from the usual practice could be 
exercised hy the Committee at its dis- 
cretion, I think, therefore, that a 
motion for leave to sit while the House is 
sitting would meet all the requirements 
of the case. The reason I rose to ex- 
plain was lest some hon. Members of the 
Committee should think that I was in any 
way wanting in my duty to the Committee. 
or in the respect which is due to it. 
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Mr. RITCHIE: After what has fallen 
from the hon. Member who is the Chair- 
man of the Committee, | am quite pre- 
pared to ask the leave of the House to 


amend the motion in the direction indi- | 


cated. I understood that a motion 
would be made leaving it entirely in the 
hands of the Committee, to adopt what- 
ever course they chose. Iam quite pre- 


pared to move my motion in the form 


suggested. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I understand that 
the hon. Member wishes to withdraw his 
Amendment, and that the motion should 
be amended by leaving out all the words 
after “sit” in order to insert ‘ during 
the sitting of the House.” 


Mr. ELLIOT (Durham): Are we to 
understand that the Committee will have 
power to sit on Mondays, Tuesdays, Wed- 
nesdays, Thursdays, and Fridays if they 
choose? [think it is well that the matter 
should be made plain. 


Mr. RITCHIE: We are now merely 
giving a kind of instruction to the Com- 
mittee that they should consider the 
propriety of sitting on other days beyond 
what is usual. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) : I desire on behalf of a great 
number of Members to state how much 
we appreciate the efforts of the President 
of the Board of Trade to push this matter 
forward. It is a common-sense arrange- 
ment, especially in view of the fact that 
we are getting to the end of the session, 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
[ should like to ask if the President of the 
Board of Trade has had the approval of 
the Chairman of the Committee in the 
motion he has made, because I read in the 
report of the last meeting of the Com- 
mittee that, with reference to the sugges- 
tion that the Committee should sit longer 
and more frequently— 

“Mr. Ritchie expressed himself as very 
willing, and even anxious, that this should be 
done, but, on the Chairman’s proposing to ask 
leave of the House for the Committee to sit 
ull a later hour, the proposition met with 
steong indications of dissent. The Chairman 
said that, in view of the pronounced opposition, 
the thing could not be done.” 

I think it is a pity that the Chairman of 
the Committee is not here to explain. 


{10 Juty 1900} 
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Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Gentleman 
will be surprised to learn that the Chair- 
man is here and has spoken in this dis- 
cussion. He stated that he and I had 
arranged that a motion should be made, 
though not the particular motion on the 
Paper. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Amendment proposed 


‘To leave out from the word ‘sit,’ to the 
end of the Question, and add the words 
‘during the sitting of the House.’”—(J/r. 
Ritchie.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I am 
quite sure this discussion would not have 
arisen to-day if we had known of the 
intention of the right hon. Gentleman 
in the Committee. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 


Ordered, That, until the conclusion of 
the Consideration of the Companies Bill, 
the Standing Committee on Trade, ete., 
have leave to sit during the Sitting of the 
House. 


AGKICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), further considered. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): The clause I have to move is to provide 
for compensation to a tenant who is com- 
pelled to vacate his holding under cireun- 
stances that cannot be described as his 
own fault. My object is that we should 
take an important step in what should be 
the direction of this type of legislation— 
namely, to give more encouragement and 
a greater degree of security to farmers 
who have improved their land and dis- 
charged their duties to the landowners, 
and to discourage farmers who have not 
carried out that policy and who have 
deteriorated the land. The clause which 
I have placed on the Paper has been 
before the House on previous occasions. 
It was considered very fully by the Welsh 
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Land Commission, and I should like to 


Agricultural 


remind hon. Members who have read the : 


teports of that Commission that both the 
Majority and Minority Reports express 
their assent in explicit terms to the pre- 
cise wording of this clause. I wish to 
draw attention to that fact because I desire 
to give as much authority as I can to the 
form of the proposal. The object of the 
clause is to deal with certain cases which 
can be easily enumerated. In the first 
place we have capricious evictions by land- 
owners. The must familiar cases arise with 
regard to the use by the tenant of the legis- 
lative rights which have been given him 
under the Ground Game Act. I have 
a number of cases where farmers have 
received notice to quit because they have 
exercised these rights, and the object of 
the clause is to provide that where a 
tenant farmer is capriciously evicted the 
same principle of compensation shall be 
applied as is applied where a person is 
deprived of a valuable interest in any 
other form of real estate. What the 
clause asserts is that where a tenant is 
dispossessed of his holding without sufti- 
‘ecient reason he shall have an allowance 
which would cover the loss of his trade 
connection, goodwill, and other losses of 
that kind. In addition to these cases of 
capricious eviction the House will re- 
member that the Welsh Land Commis- 
sion especially drew attention to the 
hardship inflicted on tenants on estates 
where the ownership passed by sale, 
inheritance, or bankruptcy. Very great 
hardship occurs under the existing law, 
because the tenants have to decide practi- 
eally at once whether they will accept a 
higher scale of rents and retain their 
holding, or whether they will submit to a 
very considerable loss. I should like to 
quote the evidence of one very able 
witness before the Agricultural Commis- 
sion, who, I believe, is a strong supporter 
of the Government in Northumberland. 
I refer to Mr. Wilkinson. He said that 
the tenant has insufficient security and 
was often compelled to accept an unjust 
and unreasonable rent rather than leave 
the farm and suffer loss. He states— 


“T think the tenant should be protected 
from an arbitrary notice to quit by being 
allowed compensation for disturbance. We 
want to be able to deal with our landlords on 
equal terms, and not for them to be able to say 
‘Sign that agreement or quit the farm.’ We 
are tired of that sort of thing in the North, 
and we say that we are entitled to compensa- 
tion for Joss sustained in that way.” 


Mr. Channing. 


{COMMONS} 
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The whole clause turns on the fact that 
the man who puts most into the land is 
the man who is least protected under the 
existing law, and the greater a tenant’s 
stake is in the improvements he has car- 
ried out the weaker is his position with 
regard to the whole question of bargain- 
ing as to rent. I will not in the least dis- 
guise that the main object of the clause is 
to put the tenant farmer into a position of 
greater strength in order that he may be 
able to bargain, with a reasonable chance 
of success, for a fair rent. This, of course, 
may be met with the familiar retort that 
the tenant farmers have been masters of 
the situation, and have dictated the rents 
of ali the farms in England during the 
last ten or fifteen years. I absolutely 
traverse that contention. It is true only 
of derelict, broken-down, and worthless 
farms, which go begging in the market, 
and for which a tenant farmer or any- 
body else can make any terms they please. 
But in regard to highly cultivated farms 
to which men had devoted their capital 
and energy for years, making the land the 
bank in which they invested the savings 
of their lives, the tenants are in a position 
of great weakness, and they have not been 
able to transfer the economic loss of the 
depression from themselves to the land- 
lord. One of the sub-commissioners of 
the Royal Commission, Mr. Wilson Fox, 
who cannot be accused of a_ lack of 
friendliness to landlords, and was also a 
man of great ability and fairness of mind, 
gave us figures of large farms of various 
types, most of them of high quality, in 
the county of Lincoln. Those figures 
showed that the rents of eleven of these 
farms during the period of depres- 
sion were between forty and fifty times 
the net profit obtained by the farmers. 
I allude to that in order to show that 
during the period of depression farmers, so 
far from being able to obtain a reasonable 
reduction of rent, which would put them 
in the position of having, as the Income 
Tax assessment assumes, a profit of half 
or even a third of the rent, had their 
profit reduced to a fifth, a seventh, and 
even a thirtieth or a fiftieth part of the 
rent. I therefore say that there is no 
force in the contention that the farmers 
have been able to dictate their own terms. 
On the ground of strengthening their 
position and of enabling them to deal 
fairly with rent I beg to move this 
clause, which goes to this effect, that 
where the farmer is dispossessed, not 
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through his own fault—I do not wish to | 
protect any farmer w ho behaves wrongly 
either as regards rent or covenants— 
we should have applied the same principle 
as to allowance, or compensation, which 
is observed in dispossessing every other 
class of persons in the land, or in our 
social arrangements. He is to be com- 
pensated for loss of trade interest, business 
connection, and all the rest of the loss 
caused by removal. 


New clause— 

“Where a tenant is compelled to quit his 
holding by the act of his landlord for any 
cause other than the following (that is to 
say) :— 

(1) That he has not paid the rent due to his 
landlord within any period agreed by the 
contract of tenancy or otherwise ; or 

(2) That he has persisted in committing or 
permitting waste, to the prejudice of his 
landlord, by the dilapidation of buildings 
or fences, or by the deterioration of the 
soil, a notice from the landlord not to 
commit, or r permit, or to desist from the 
partic satin waste specified in such notice ; 

the tenant shall be entitled on quitting jis 
holding to obtain from the landlord, in addition 
to the compensation, if any, due to him under 
the Act, farther compensation in respect of the 
loss sustained by reason of quitting his hold- 
ing, and any question under this section, if in 
dispute, and the amount of sue h compensation 
shall be determined by arbitration under this 
Act, and such compensation shall be separately 
specitied in the award. and shall be recover- 
able under the provisions of this Aet.”—(WVr. 
Channing. ) 


—brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clanse be read a second time.” 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 

AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): I hope the House 
will not read this clause a second time. 
The hon. Member has told the House 
that the principle of compensation for 
disturbance was recommended by the 
Welsh Land Commission, but he has not 
told the House that this question was most 
carefully inquired into by the Royal 
Commission on which he himself sat, and 
in the Report issued by that Royal Com- 
mission it was stated that while some 
Witnesses had argued in favour of that 
proposition the whole question had been 
carefully investigated, and that the Royal 
Commission were distinctly opposed to 
the principles of the proposal. Apart | 


from the finding of that Commission, I 
may say that if ever there was a time 
when a proposal of that kind could be 


VOL. LXXXV. 
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justified, that time no longer exists. It 
is possible that in the days. of very great 
agricultural prosperity, and when, no 
doubt, the opportunities of the tenant for 
guarding his own interests or for selecting 
his own “position were not so good as now, 
there were cases of hardship. But I 
believe that there have been fewer cases of 
injustice and hardship to a farmer who 
expends his capital in improvements, than 
in the history of any other negotiation in 
the country. It is said that the tenant 
farmer is capriciously evicted. Nodoubt 
there have been such cases and they may 
arise again; but everybody knows that 
at the present day the great object of the 
owner of land is to encourage the tenant 
farmer to remain in occupation of his 
holding, and to farm it on the best terms. 
I do not believe, therefore, that there is 
any justification for a proposal of this 
kind. In the first place, as the Bill 
stands a principle is laid down which can 
easily be acted upon both by the landlord 
and the tenant, and which gives to the 
tenant a right to secure payment for that 
which he leaves on the land, the benefit 
of which will be reaped by somebody 
else. The Bill provides the machinery 
for that. But if you open up the 
question of compensation suggested by 
the hon. Gentleman you will render the 
task of the arbitrators one of immense 
difficulty, and present a certain vista of 


litigation between the landlord and the 
tenant. It would introduce a principle 


which would be vexatious to the landlord, 
of no good to the tenant, and it is 
one which would deter landlords from 
entering into arrangements with their 
tenants which might be beneficial to 
both. On all grounds, therefore, I hope 
the House will not accept a proposal 
of this kind. I quite understand the 
motive of the hon. Gentleman. He be- 
lieves that legislation ought to interfere 
more than at present with the position of 
landlord and tenant. Some _ people 
believe that the relations between land- 
lord and tenant will never be satisfactory 
until the whole question of rent is de- 
cided by some public tribunal, and not, as 
now, by private arrangement between 
owner and occupier. The Government, 
who are responsible for this Bill, have no 
sympathy with views of that kind. They 
believe, on the contrary, that the adoption 
of such views would be prejudicial to the 
interests of tenants, and result in the 


absolute ruin of the agricultural interest 


2U 
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as a whole. We are told that poor 
tenant farmers cannot make bargains 
which would protect their own interests. I 
have lived amcng tenant farmers all my 
life, and have come in contact with them in 
all parts of the United Kingdom, and Iam 
inclined to believe that the statement of 
the incapacity of the farmer to look after 
his own interests would not be made 
so readily at an agricultural gathering. 
The farmers themselves would be the 
first to show that they were well able to 
manage their own affairs, and to 
resent the imputation that they are 
either very weak or very foolish. 
I believe that farmers are not likely to be 
capriciously evicted unless they adopt the 
principles of the Irish Land Acts about 
fixity of tenure, free sale, and compensa- 
tion for disturbance, with all their 
mischievousness. The only safe policy 
for the House to adopt is to adhere to the 
principles embodied in the Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): When I saw this new clause 
on the Order Paper I did not entertain 
any very sanguine hopes that the right 
hon. Gentleman would accept it ; but I 
cannot help expressing my regret that he 
has not been able todo so. He has told 
the House that this clause was not recom- 
mended by the Royal Commission on 
Agriculture. In that the right hon. 
Gentleman is quite correct ; but I think 
that he is incorrect when he goes on to 
say that the farming class do not desire 
to have the proposal contained in this 
clause. When this Bill becomes an Act 
of Parliament, there is nothing, I am sure, 
which will give the tenant farmers of the 
country more widespread disappointment 
than the absence of a clause of this kind. 
I quite appreciate that in several instances 
agricultural associations in different parts 
of the country have passed resolutions 
expressing satisfaction with the proposals 
of the Government as embodied in this 
Bill. But I repeat that when the great 
body of farmers get face to face with the 
actual accomplishment of,the Government, 
I have not the slightest hesitation in say- 
ing that they will be very much dis- 
appointed. The expectations held out to 
them during the course of the last general 
election were of a very different kind 
from those embodied in this Bill. Ido 
not think any hon. Gentleman will 
venture to dispute that. My hon. friend 
in moving the new clause told the House 


Mr. Long. 


{COMMONS} 
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that a proposal of this kind was very 
much required in Wales. The recom. 
mendations of the Welsh Land Commis. 
sion, which did not seem to me to be 
received by the right hon. the President 
of the Board of Agriculture with the 
respect which they deserve, contained a 
proposal that tenants should receive com- 
pensation for capricious eviction from 
their holdings. That was a recommenda- 
tion not of a mere majority of the 
members of the Commission, but was 
arrived at unanimously. Mr. Sebohm, 
Lord Kenyon, and the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Swansea, were all agreed 
that, on the evidence put before the Com- 
mission, an unanswerable case had been 
made out for compensation tor capricious 
eviction. On behalf of my constituents, 
therefore, ] think this clause should be 
adopted. The President of the Board of 
Agriculture told us that this proposal 
is not required by the farmers of England 
at all. It may be that that is true. ] 
do not pretend to have a complete know- 
ledge of the farmers of England, but I 
am entitled to speak with some know- 
iedge of the farmers in my own part of 
the country, among whom | have livedall 
my life, and I maintain that nothing is 
more urgently required by them than that 
they should have compensation for capri- 
cious eviction. There is no suggestion in 
this clause that a farmer who left his 
holding on his own account would have 
any compensation except that whichis given 
by the Agricultural Holdings Act of 1883. 
All that is proposed is that if the farmer 
is compulsory evicted he shall be compen- 
sated. It is only fair and right that when 
a man is turned out of his holding at the 
mere caprice of his landlord, not because 
he is a bad farmer, not because he is 
letting his land deteriorate, not because 
he has allowed his buildings to become 
dilapidated, but because he has had some 
petty quarrel with his landlord about 
the county council election or something 
that has taken place in the parish, he 
should receive compensation. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that such a_ state 
of things as that does not arise in Eng: 
land. That may or may not be, although 
I do not agree with him, because it does 
arise in Wales—lI do not think these cases 
arise so frequently as they used, but they 
undoubtedly do arise—and when a man 
is turned out of his holding in that way 
he should have some compensation for 
the trouble and expense to which he is 
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put, for which this Bill gives no compen- House would do well to reject the Amend- 
sation. This is a small Bill, which does ment, and support the proposition that a 
not introduce any new feature into the man has aright to let his farm to any- 
agricultural law, and deals rather with the | one he thinks fit, in accordance with the 
machinery of the law than with anything | law, and to terminate the tenancy when 
else. But if this clause, and’ it is not a| he thinks fit, in accordance also with the 
revolutionary clause by any means, be | law. 

accepted, it will to some extent give 


the tenant farmer some security of Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
tenure. He would occupy a_ posi-| bighshire, W.): I will not detain the 


tion of greater stability if his landlord ; House more than a few moments, but I 
knew that if he gave him notice in a fit | should like to point out that the Bill, so 
of caprice he would have to pay for it. | faras Wales is concerned, does not go to 
It is not the better class of landlord who | the root of the evil, and on another occa- 
gives his tenant notice in a fit of caprice. | sion it will be the duty of the Welsh 
If this amendment is accepted it will| Members to lay their views before the 
operate to some extent in favour of | House in a different form. With regard to 
security of tenure, because if the land-/| the Bill now before us, I should not like 
lord knew that, if he gave his tenant | the discussion on this clause to terminate 
notice to quit for an insufficient reason, a | without cordially supporting the Amend- 
tenant who had farmed well and carried | ment of the hon. Member for East North- 
out all the terms of his agreement, but | amptonshire. With regard to the remarks 
who had displeased his landlord—if the | of the right hon. Member for Thanet, who 
landlord knew that if he gave that man admitted that he had never dived into 
notice to quit for an insutficient reason | the Celtic fringe in this matter, if that be 
he would have to pay, over and above | so, we cordially forgive him for the 
that which the law allows, some com-'! remarks he has made. This sub-clause is 
pensation for disturbance, it would pre- the result of recommendations made, after 
vent him from taking such a step. I | exhaustive inquiries, by the Welsh Land 


daresay in some parts of England such | Commission, and the feeling of the 
legislation is quite unnecessary ; but I am | country is very strong upon it. I live in 


speakiny for a class of people for whom | a country where the land question looms 
it is necessary, and the Welsh Land Com- | large, and I have no hesitation in saying 
mission has reported in favour of such | that if this clause were passed it would 
legislation. Under these circumstances, | meet with a very large foree of public 
if my hon. friend goes to a division, I | approval, and be the means of amending 
shall be happy to support him. | this Bill, so far as Wales is concerned, in a 
very substantial manner. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) said, so long as the hon. Member | 
for West Carmarthenshire confined his | 
remarks to the Welsh aspect of this ques-| to give the clause his support if it went 
tion, it was beyond his right to criticise | toa division, but as aScotch Member he felt 
them. He had not looked at the Celtic | that there were circumstances under which 
side of the matter. From the position | a clause of this description would be to 
taken up by the hon. Gentleman one | 


the interest of the tenants. He quite 
would imagine that a person had a right to 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 


Camlachie) said he was scarcely prepared 


doctrine. 
4 farmers’ club which advocated it, but 


‘bodies of the country did not. 





} agreed that cases of the kind mentioned 
hire another person’s land, and that then, | by the hon. Member opposite were not so 
common now as formerly, though there 
could be no doubt that they did arise 


even now. The right Member 


in defiance of the owner, he could claim 


‘compensation on receiving notice to quit. 
That was a principle which, so far as he. 


was aware, had never been laid down 
by any Comm:ssion which had ever sat. 
The representative agricultural bodies of 
the country had wisely declined to lend 
themselves to any such revolutionary 
There might be here and there 
the agricultural 


The 


great representative 





hon. 
| for Thanet seemed to claim a right for 
the landlords to let land at their pleasure, 
and then to evict tenants as they pleased, 
and that this was a Bill to interfere with 
that which the landlords have a right to 
do. This clause did not interfere on 
behalf of the tenant farmer, but in the 
interests of the nation at large. The Bill 
| provided compensation for improvements ; 


$22 


| 
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but the Committee ought to go further if 
agriculture was to be a prosperous occu- 
pation They onght to give to the tenant 
security of tenure, and if the farmer in- 
vested his money on other people’s land 
he ought to know that he was secure 
from the curious freaks of temper of the 
landlord, and therefore some equitable 
arrangement of this kind ought to be 
made. He supperted the broad principle, 
but was afraid he could not support the 
Amendment to the extent of voting for it 
on a division. 


*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 
Boroughs) : I support the new clause pro- 
posed by the hon. Member for East 
Northamptonshire. If the clause — is 
passed it will be regarded by Welsh 


farmers as an extremely valuable ad- 
dition to the Bill. Formerly, when 
a rich man purchased an_ estate, he 


bought not only the land and the buildings 
upon the land, but in addition to that he 
bought the consciences—the political con- 
sciences, at all events—of the tenants of 
the soil. We have in the past seen a 
great deal too much oppression both in 
religious and political life in consequence 
of the enormous powers which the land- 
lord possessed, and which, directly or 
indirectly, he could exercise. That power 
has seldom been exercised directly, but 
for every single eviction that has taken 
place hundreds of people have been 
terrorised. Iam glad to bear my testi- 
mony that that state of things has very 
largely improved in England and Wales 
in recent years. I should be sorry to 
say that anything of the kind I have 
described has been of a general character. 
What we ask is that the tenants should 
he placed hevond the reach of fear in this 
respect, and that a man’s politics and 
religion should have absolutely nothing 
to do with the tenure or cultivation of 
the land. If this clause were passed 
I believe the effect would be that the 
tenant would feel himself to be what I 
am sure every hon. Member in_ this 
House (except, perhaps, the hon. Member 
for Thanet) would wish him to be—a really 
independent man, owning no allegiance to 
the owner of the soil in regard to religion 
or politics because of the relationship 
landlord and 


between them as tenant. 
Have I not laid down a fair propo- 
sition? Is there any Member of the 


House who would venture to dispute 
that? What my hon. friend proposes 
Mr. Alexander Cress. 


{COMMONS} 
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to do by the clause is to assure to 
the tenant a _ position that would 
put him outside the reach of fear, | 
hope the Government may see their way 
to accept this clause, believing that, in 
Wales at all events, it would be accepted 
by the tenants as giving them protection 
to which they are entitled. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
said he had to express his pleasure that 
the Government had been unable to 
accept the clause, which involved a prin- 
ciple going far beyond the limits of the 
Bill, and illustrated very well the point at 
which it was necessary to draw the line, 
The Amendment introduced the principle 
of divided ownership. No such principle 
was recognised in the Bill, at all events 
he hoped it was not recognised. The 
principle of the Bill, as he understood it, 
was that where a tenant added to the 
value of the landlord’s property he 
should be compensated for that, but the 
principle of the Amendment was that the 
tenant should acquire a right in the 
property, and that he was to come into 
possession of the landlord’s right. It was 
clear that if they once admitted that 
principle they would adopt the whole 
Irish land system. The moment the 
tenant got in partner in the 
ownership of a farm, then he had a_ right 
to sell that farm. The Government 
would have to come down and _ settle 
the relationship between them as_ regards 
fair rents, and every detail in the 
management which was characteristic of 
the Irish land system. [An Hon. Men- 


as a 


BER: Why not?] He would give an 
illustration. It had been said that the 


landlord might use his power vexatiously. 
Almost all rights of property of any 
kind whatever might be used vexatiously. 
The hon. Member for the Flint Boroughs 
had spoken of intimidation in religious 
matters, but the same thing might oceur 
in other avocations. A banker or solicitor 
who had lent money to various small shop- 
keepers might exercise an improper in- 
fluence over his debtors. They could not 


prevent people who had not a free 
choice from being subject to the 
influence of others. The essence of 
freedom was to have a free choice. It 


should be recognised that this Amend- 
went proceeded wholly on a_ different 
principle from that embodied in the Bill. 
He hoped that they would be careful to 
maintain on this occasion the great im- 
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propriety of divided ownership. The 
true remedy for the grievance was a 
healthy public opinion. In England 
intimidation would never be tolerated. 
They would resent it vigorously, and 
if English landlords endeavoured to 
cerce their tenantry, they would speedily 
find that to be so. 


Sm MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) said he could not conceive how 
anybody who understood the agricultural 
position of the country could have drafted 
such a clause as this. It was altogether 
on the wrong lines, as any man of common 
sense would see. He thought it would be 
wfair to interfere too much between land- 
lord and tenant. What would be the end of 
it! The tenant would, no doubt, put 
before the arbitrator every single point in 
along term of tenancy, and all that would 
lead to lawyers’ bills ; and if there was one 
thing that a farmer disliked extremely it 





= 


was to pay such bills. The tenant 
would have enormous bills to pay if this 
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landlord. He knew very few landlords 
who would care to put out a tenant who 
had met his obligations justly and reason- 
ably. If a landlord got his fair share, 
or what he had invested in the land, they 
might depend upon it that he would take 
a lenient view of the whole case, and be 
willing to judge what should be done 
with regard to compensation. If this 
clause was carried they would have no 
end of litigation and no peate. They 
would have the Irish land question in Eng- 
land and Scotland. He hoped the House 
would by a very large majority defeat the 
Amendment. 


Mr. JASPER MORE (Shropshire 
Ludlow) said it was all very well to 
speak of cases of capricious eviction, but 
he believed such 
occurred. 


cases 
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hardly ever 


be continually 
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clause has in view. 
cultural tenants of Scotland by far the | 
largest proportion are men _ whose | 
buildings have been erected 
capitalists who own the property, the 
tenants themselves having no interest in 
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by the | 


and making no claim for the buildings. | 


There are a second class, well known to 


this House, namely, crofters, in the High- | 


land districts of Scotland, whose interests 
in their holdings have been regulated by 
the Crofters Acts. What I want to 
bring to the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of this Bill and of 
the House is that there is a third class, 
not a very numerous class in Scotland as 
a Whole, though somewhat numerous in 
my own constituency. This class stand in 
a different relation, and under this Bill I 
cannot see that they will receive any 
protection whatever. The Government, 
no doubt desire to cover every agri- 
culturalist, whether he is large or small 
in his occupation ; whether protected by 
legal documents or trusting to the feudal 
estates and the customs of those estates, 
and | would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to look with favour upon such a clause as 
this. I would not seek his approval of 
the words if I could secure his approval 
of the principle, so that this class of men 
who are crofters, but not in the crofting 
districts, should, in case of removal, have 
the power of coming into the benefits of 
this measure, and at least have the oppor- 
tunity of proving before the tribunal 
created under this Bill whether or not 
the improvements on their farms are of 
their own creation ; so that, as I believe 
they have in morals, they may also have in 
law,a protection for their property in these 
matters. In my own constituency cases 
arise rather under estate management. 
Many of the estates erect buildings from 
A to Z, but there are other estates where 
the buildings are left to the creation of 
the crofter himself, and very often they 
have been erected by previous genera- 
tions. Whilst I would pay every tri- 
bute of regard to the management of these 
large estates and the sanctity of contract 
maintained between — proprietor and 
crofter, in nearly every case the 
danger becomes almost alarming when 
these old estates pass into the hands of 
new men, or under the management of 
lawyers, who take a sharper, harsher, and 
more strictly legal point of view. All lask 
is that this Bill shall not pass through 
the House without allowing these men, 
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Among the agri- | who are undoubtedly the creators of their 


own improvements, and whose position 
is now respected on the estates where 
they live, should not suffer the 
danger in strange hands of being un- 
protected by the law while the law is 
In process of amendment. No claim is 
made by the man on whose behalf I am 
now speaking for any compensation for 
anything created by the capital of the 
proprietor. All he asks is that property 
of his own creation, whether it is in the 
reclamation of land or in the building of 
houses, should become matter for inves- 
tigation before the tribunal created by 
this Bill. It is easy to see that in an old- 
fashioned arrangement, such as the one I 
have described, there might be claims put 
forward by the landlord which would 
to some extent nullify the claims of the 
tenant for his improvements. I beg to 
move the Amendment standing in my 
name, 


New clause— 

“ That in the case of erofters or cottars in 
Seotland, as defined in the Crofters (Scotland) 
Holdings Acts, 1886, 1887, and 1888 (whose 
holdings are situated in parishes or counties to 
which these Acts do not apply), such improve- 
ments as are set forth in Part 1 of the First 
Schedule of the Act, which may have been 
executed or paid for by the ecrofter or his pre- 
decessor in the same family whilst under no 
written obligation to the landlord to make 
them, and prior to the passing of this Act, and 
which will add to the letting value of the hold- 


| ing, shall be compensated for on his leaving 


1g, under the procedure provided in 
this Act, but for such improvements executed 
after the passing of this Act consent of the 
landlord will be required.”—(.Wr. (rordon.) 


the holding 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That the clause be read a second time.” 


*Mr. LONG: I hope my hon. friend 
will not press this clause, because it seems 
to be moved under a_ misapprehension. 
The object he seeks is to include within 
the benefits of this Bill those crofters or 
cottars in Scotland who do not come 
under the Crofters Act, which is limited 
to particular counties, to which benefits 
have been given on account of particular 
circumstances. My hon. friend suggests 
in the case of these crofters that they 
shall be treated as if they had obtained 
consent, and that only in future shall they 
require to obtain consent. [am not in 
the position to speak of tenants in a 


| similar position to crofters, though they 
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are not under the Crofters Act. It 
may be true that there are individual 
cases of hardship, but it would be 
impossible to apply this measure to a 
limited portion of the kingdom. Not 
only this, but it would be extremely 
unfair to attempt to do anything of the 
kind. I submit that the proper course for 
my hon. friend to take is not to seek to 
graft on to this Bill a proposal dealing 
with these people, but endeavour to bring 
the crofters for whom he pleads under 
the Crofters’ Holdings Acts. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): The right hon. Gentleman has, I am 
sorry to say, given but small encourage- 
ment to my hon. friend in regard to the 


clause he has laid before the House. 
The two main arguments of the 
right hon. Gentleman have been (1) 


that my hon. friend's clause merely dealt 
with a few individual cases in Scotland- 

with regard to which argument I shall 
have a word or two to say in a moment ; 
and (2) he contended that the Govern- 
ment could not be expected to deal with 
cases of special hardship. If any Govern- 
ment come before this House and lay on 
the Table a Bill which is to alter the 
condition of agricultural tenancies, they 
ought to endeavour to meet all special 
cases of hardship as well as all general 
cases. This Bill, as it stands, endeavours 
to meet a hardship analogous to that of 
the crofters in the case of the market 
gardeners, who are provided for in the 
schedule. 


*Mr. LONG: That is not so, and I do 
not profess in this bill to legisiate in any 
way whatever for market gardeners. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: All I contend is 


that the special case of market gardeners 


is recognised, and I make a similar 
claim on behalf of these small tenants. 


I was somewhat astonished at the last 
statement of the right hon, Gentleman 
when he told the hon. Member opposite 
to try and get these tenants included in 
the Crofters Act. Does he mean that 
statement to be taken literally ? 


*Mr. LONG: I guarded my remarks 
by saying that I had no personal know- 
ledge as to whether those crofters had a 
claim for legislation, and I submitted 
that it would not be proper in this Bill 
to propose crofter legislation. 

Mr. Long. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. BUCHANAN: The right hon, 


Gentleman suggested that we should 


try and get the Crofters Act ex- 
tended to these particular tenants, 


The President of the Board of Agri- 
culture should not hold out that as an 
inducement to the hon. Member not 
to press forward his Amendment, unless 
he is prepared to assist him in obtaining 
the remedy he seeks. But is this really a 
small grievance to which my hon. friend 
has called attention? Why does the 
right hon. Gentleman bring forward a 
Bill which includes Scotland, where the 
conditions are different to those prevailing 
in England, when he himself admits that 
he is unaware of the condition of the 
tenants in Scotland? What is the con- 
dition of affairs in the north-east of Scot- 
land! Here is a Return which is ten 
vears old, which shows that in Morayshire 
there were 1,762 farms, and of these 
1,107 were under £30 annual value, 
£35 being the limit allowed by the 
Crofters Act. Under this Act these 
tenants would have a _— substantial 
grievance to all intents and pur- 
poses. They have made all the im- 
provements in those farms, but they will 
recelve no compensation under this Bill. 
In another county, out of 3,000 farms, no 
less than 2,114 are under £35 annual 
value. In Aberdeenshire the proportion 
is not quite so large, but out of 11,300 
holdings no less than 6,053 are crofts 
under £30 annual value, and upon the 
vast majority of these crofts the tenants 
have made all the improvements. They 
have brought the land into cultivation, 
erected fences, and built dwellings upon 
them without obtaining the written con- 
sent of the landlord to construct them. 
What is the condition of things under the 
Bill? The measure provides that no 
tenant shall obtain compensation for 
building substantial improvements unless 
he has obtained the consent of his land- 
lord to the making those improvements. 
That proviso absolutely shuts out two- 
thirds of the tenants in the north-east of 
Scotland from any possible benefit under 


the Bill. I think that is a_ very 
glaring omission in a Bill which 


purports to provide a remedy for 
the tenants of Scotland as well as for 
the tenants of England. I say that 
this particular class of tenant has a pre- 
rogative claim upon the attention of Her 
Majesty’s Government in dealing with 
this subject. Five years ago, in the year 
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1895, when a Liberal Government was in 
office, they brought forward a Bill in 
which it was proposed, amongst other 
things, to extend the benefits of the 
Crofters Act to crofters in the north- 
eastern counties of Scotland. That 
measure was opposed by the present 
First Lord of the Treasury from the Front 
Opposition Bench, and when we urged 
that what was particularly wanted was 
an easy and cheap method of giving 
tenants compensation for improvements, 
what was the answer given by the then 
Leader of the Opposition? In reply to 
our argument as to why the Crofters 
Act should be extended, the present First 
Lord of the Treasury said on the 11th of 
June, 1895—* 


Agricultural 


“In my opinion small tenants have an abso- 

lute right to be protected, but they have no 
greater right than the big tenants, and 
therefore the right ought not to be contined to 
one or two counties in the north-east of Scot- 
land. I should like to see that protection ex- 
tended in a safe and fair form to all counties, 
in all cases in which expenditure by the 
tenant has taken the form of a legitimate 
improvement of the holding of which he is the 
occupier.” 
That was a substantial promise that when 
the Government of which he was a Mem- 
ber came to legislate upon this subject he 
would endeavour to deal when legislating 
with all the three countries and with all 
the cases in them. In excluding these 
tenants from the possibility of claiming 
compensation for the substantial improve- 
ments they have effected on their farms, 
the Government are failing to carry out 
the policy which they held out to the 
people of Scotland, and they have pre- 
sented to this House a very imperfect and 
inalequate measure. 


GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) 
said it did not follow that because a 
tenant was paying under £30 a vear that 
he was a crofter. Most of the tenants in 
the north-east of Scotland, to whom the 
hon. Member had referred, were not 
crofters, but small farmers, and most of 
the buildings on their land were built not 
by the tenants, but by the landlords. 
Upon farms of £30 rental the walls were 
built by the landlord and the drainage 
was generally carried out by the landlord. 
Therefore he could not imagine anything 
more detrimental to small farmers in 
Aberdeenshire and Morayshire than to 

* See The Parliamentary Debates {Fourth 
Series], Vol. xxxiv., p. 912. 
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bring them under the Crofters Act when 
they were not crofters at all. Such a 
proposal would prevent any farm servant 
from taking a small farm on his own 
account. The great ambition of farm 
servants was to save up sutticient money 
to take a small farm and be independent. 
If the suggestion made by the Member 
for East Aberdeenshire was adopted, not 
only would everything which the land- 
lord had erected on these farms be confis- 
cated and handed over to the tenant, but 
it would prevent any industrious farm 
servant from the possibility of getting a 
small farm. Not only this, but it would 
act as an inducement to the landlord not 
to carry out any improvements upon these 
small farms. It would also be ruinous 
to the farmers themselves. It was true 
that there were a large number of tenants 
who had improved their farms and had 
erected the whole of their farm buildings, 
but in such a case when the farmer gave 
up his farm the incoming tenant had to 
pay for all those buildings. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) thought that the speech of the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
was undoubtedly the best defence they 
could have of the action they took upon 
the Second Reading of this measure, in 
regard to having separate Bills for England 
and Scotland. The right hon. Gentleman 
had told them, with a simplicity that was 
remarkable, that he had had no experience 
in regard to the tenants of Scotland, but 
still, he might have consulted the Lord 
Advocate. He hoped that his hon. friend 
would press his Amendment to a division. 
The right hon. Gentleman had told him 
that he must not graft this legislation on 
the Bill before the House, but that he 
must take some future opportunity of 
bringing in special legislation on this ques- 
tion. Therefore the right hon. Gentle- 
man had given them encouragement to 
bring forward a Bill in the future for ex- 
tending the Crofters Act, and perhaps he 
would throw in his influence to get the 
Government to back up the First Lord 
of the Treasury in those strenuous en- 
deavours which he had several times 
promised to make on behalf of this meri- 
torious class of people. He was bound 


to say that he thought his hon. friend 
had made out a strong case on behalf of 
a certain class of people. 
cases in 


had 


There were 
Aberdeenshire where tenants 


carried out their own im- 
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provements largely under the pro- 
tection, so called, of improving 
leases. That was a very doubtful and 
shadowy protection, which might be termi- 
nated or destroyed by the conditions 
which had been so well described by his 
hon. friend. Perhaps when the Minister 
for Agriculture had had time to consult 
the Lord Advocate he would agree that 
this was a very reasonable concession to 
make, this slight alteration in the Bill. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would assure them that if they brought 
in legislation to meet this erying evil he 
would give them his assistance in getting 
the Crofters Act extended. 


Siz WILLIAM =WEDDERBURN 
(Banffshire) said the Amendment ap- 
peared to be a very small and moderate 
concession. It was simply a request that 
the small holders should be relieved of 
the penalty for not having obtained the 
consent of the landlords in carrying out 
the small improvements which they had 
made. The hon. and gallant Member for 
Cheltenham appeared to think that the 
rights of the landlords would be invaded 
by this proposal, and that they would be 
called upon to pay for their own improve 
ments. As a matter of fact, in'the case of 
the small holders which had 
clearly set forth by the hon. Member for 
East Aberdeenshire it was almost im- 
possible that any of the improvements 
which they carried out would have ob 
tained the consent of the landlords. 
None of those permanent improvements 
carried out by the small holders 
who formed so very large a_ por- 
tion of the cultivators of the soil in 
Scotland would receive any benefit from 
the Act. Indeed, so difficult is their 
position and so impossible is it for them 
to get the previous consent of the land- 
lord for their small improvements, that 
the hon. Member who moved this Amend- 
ment had provided at the end of the clause 
that the consent of the landlord would 
be necessary as regarded future improve- 
ments. 


been 30 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) ex- 
pressed his surprise at the ignorance 
admitted by the right hon. Gentlenian in 
charge of the Bill in regard to Scotch 
tenants. He had told them that he 
knew nothing about these cases in Scot- 
land. He contended that he ought to 
know about them, and that he should 


Dr. Firrquharson, 


{COMMONS} 


'have made it his business to inquire 
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before he brought in legislation for Scot- 
land. The Lord Advocate knew all 
about his own constituency in Bute and 
Arran, that dark island where there was 
no security for the tenant, and where the 
tenants from year to year were liable to 
be turned out at very short notice with- 
out any compensation. The Lord Advo- 
cate would not be able to deny that. 

*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): But I 
do deny it. I may inform the hon. 
Member that there are scarcely any tenants 
there who have not got leases to protect 
them. 


*Mr. WEIR replied that there had 
evidently been an alteration since he was 
there. From the manner in which the 
hon. and gallant Member for Cheltenham 
had spoken one would suppose that 
he owned the whole of Cheltenham. 
Probably the hon. and gallant Member 
was a good landlord, but there werea 
number of very bad landlords in the 
north of Scotland, and their existence 
necessitated the passing of . the Crofters 
Act. The hon. Gentleman who moved 
this clause only asked for the crofters of 
the north-east of Scotland similar treat- 
ment to those in the west. The holder 
on the east coast of Seotland had culti- 
vated the land from its wild state ; they 
had built their own houses, erected fences, 
and brought the land into cultivation, 
and yet they were liable to be turned out 
at the shortest notice without any com- 
pensation. That was the state of matters 
existing in the east of Scotland, and the 
First Lord of the Treasury had _ practi- 
cally promised to bring forward some 
legislation upon this question. The Lord 
Advoeate stated that the Government 
had not been asked to extend the 
Crofters Acts to other parts of Scotland 
where the people were living in precisely 
the same condition. 


GENERAL RUSSELL: The conditions 
are entirely different. I have property 
in these districts, and know the condition 
of the people. 


*Mr. WEIR said he did not dispute the 
fact that the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
had property in Scotland, but he main- 
tained that there were thousands of 
crofters living under entirely similar con- 
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ditions to those in the crofter districts, 
and that it was the duty of the Govern- 
ment to extend the Crofters Acts to them. 
It was not decent for the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill to show 
so much ignerance in the matter, and he 
hoped that his hon. friend would divide 
the House.. They would then be able to 
see Who were for and who were against 
the people. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS: May I 
make an appeal to the President of the 
Board of Agriculture? [ had not the 
advantage of hearing the speech of my 
right hon. friend, but if he is correctly 
represented as stating that small holders 
in one part of Scotland live under maite- 
rially different conditions from small 
holders in another part, I can only state 
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would be a suitable occasion to remedy 
this grievance, but I put it to my right 


‘hon. friend that this is a reasonable pro- 


position. What is proposed is that if a 
crofter executes improvements which add 
to the letting value of his holding he 
should receive compensation even though 
the landlord has not given his consent. 
All the arguments we have heard with 
regard to this Bill are to the effect that 


‘it is intended to put right and redress the 


wrongs of agriculturists, and on such an 
occasion we should not pass by any 
section, however small, of the community. 
Is it fair that the claim of these small 
holders, whose improvements have added 
to the value of their holdings, should not 
receive our attention? If it be just and 
right my right hon. friend ought to face 
it, and I must hear some stronger argu- 





that | am of a different opinion. 
conditions are very much the same, and 


The 


there is in the minds of those persons who 


are not within the scope of the Crofters 
they 
unfairly exeluded because of a geographical 
Ido not know 


Acts a feeling that 


distinction. 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. 
Atherley-Joues, LL. 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limeriek, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knieht 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. LeonardH. 
Crilly, Daniel 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curran, Thomas b. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 


Henry 


| Jones, Wm. 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 


Denny, Colonel 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doozan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt HnHerbertJ ohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


have been 
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Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 


The clause which I am now about to move 
touches neither the substance nor the 
principle of this Bill. It applies solely to 
Scotland, but though its scope is limited 
yet [ hope that the right hon, Gentleman 
will see fit to accept it, as it will confer at 
least some benefit on agriculturists in 
Scotland. I think I can explain very 
shortly what the new clause proposes. 


Under the Agricultural Holdings (Scot- 
land) Act, 1883, the manner in which 


notice of the termination of a tenancy is 
to be given is prescribed by the Sheritf 
Courts (Scotland) Act, 1853, and the 
form and mode of procedure under this 
old Act are by no means inexpensive or 
But there is a subsequent Scotch 


easy. 
Removal Terms 


Act passed 1886, the 
(Scotland) Act, under which notice may 
he given by a registered letter, and the 
whole effect of this Clause is to substitute 
notice by registered letter for the old and 
cumbrous method of giving notice under 
the Sheriff Courts (Seotland) Act. I 
venture to hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman will his way to accept 
this Amendment, inasmuch as it  pro- 
ceeds on the lines of the main object 
of the Government in proposing this Bill 

namely, to institute an inexpensive 
mode of procedure. 


see 


Mr. LONG: The Government are pre- 
pared to accept the new clause, tor the 
reasons stated by the hon. Member. 


New clause— 
“From and after the passing of this Act 
notice of termination of tenaney unier Sec- 


tion 28 of The Agricultural Holdings (Scot- 
land) Act, 1883, may be given in the same 


manner as a notice of removal under Section 6 
of The Removal Terms (Scotland) Act, 1886.” 
—(Mr. Hedderwick:.) 

—brought up and read the first and 
second time, and added. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: The Amendment 
which stands in my name, if carried, would 
remove the schedules from this Bill, and 
would make it, I think, a more substan- 
tial Bill than it is at present, because it 
then would lay down in general terms 
the compensation which a tenant could 
claim for improvements executed on his 
farm which added to its value. The right 
hon. Gentleman has stated that he desires 
to make asubstantial improvement in the 
Agricultural Holdings Act, and when he 
introduced the Bill he stated that 


{10 Jury 1900) 


Holdings Bill. 1166 
expressed object was to settle once and 
for all the clifferences between owners 
and occupiers of land. Looked at from 
that point of view the Bill, when it comes 

to be considered in detail, is a very small 
measure indeed. It amends, and to a 
certain extent improves, the Agricultural 
Holdings Act, but for making any- 
thing like a settlement of various out- 
standing questions, or making that raclical 
alteration which is certainly desired by 
many who have considered this subject. 
at any rate in Scotland, it is a very small 
Bill indeed. Of course what may 
suitable for England may not be suit- 
able for Scotland, and one of the 
fundamental difficulties that has arisen 
is that many of the proposals of the right 
hon. Gentleman are such as we would not 
put into a Bill drawn with a view to 
meeting Scotch opinion. I will only 
quote two opinions in favour of the 
Amendment. One is that of the gentle- 
man who represented Scotch farmers on 
the Committee of Agriculture. In his 
report he said that in his opinion schedules 
were unnecessary and should be swept 
away. The other Gentleman—Mr. Hope 
—is also a great authority on agriculture. 
He was a Deputy Commissioner to take 
evidence in various parts of the country, 
and made reports with reference to such 
diverse counties as Oxford, Berkshire, 
and Aberdeen. In summing up the evi- 
dence which he had taken, his first con- 
clusion invariably was that schedules 
should be abolished, and that all improve- 
ments executed by the tenant which 
enhanced the value of the holding should 
be paid fer by the landlord at the termi- 
nation of the tenancy. The object of my 
Amendment is to give effect to what is 
undoubtedly a general desire on ae part 
of leading agriculturists in Scotland. 
There can be no objection to this so long 
as we have complete confidence in the 

tribunal we are establishing. If we have 
complete confidence in that tribunal then 
we may lay down in general terms that 
the tenant should have the right to obtain 
compensation for any improvement that 
adds to the value of the farm. 


as 


be 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the wor Is 
‘ comprise l in the First Schedule to this Act.’ 
—(Mr. Buchanan.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


its | Bill.” 
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*Mr. LONG: I do not think it is neces- ’ 


sary for me to go into the questions which 
have been raised by the hon. Gentleman. 
The hon, Gentleman has often told us, 
speaking as he does apparently for Scot- 
land, the parvicular views he holds, but at 
all events he stands somewhat alone in 
regard to this particular question. So far 


as the assurances which have reached me | 


from various parts of Scotland go, it is 
quite evident that there is a general 
desire on the part of agriculturists in 
Scotland that this Bill should pass very 
much in its present form, and I believe 
that it will confer substantial benefits on 
Scottish agriculture. The hon. Gentle- 
man in moving this Amendment quoted 
the opinions of two Scotch agriculturists. 
Everyone who has had the privilege of 
knowing these two gentlemen will admit 
that they speak with the greatest possible 
authority, and that whether in their 
agricultural or private capacity they 
enjoy the respect and confidence of all 
who have had the good fortune to make 
their acquaintance, and evervone who 
knows them would give very great weight 
to the opinions they express on this or 
any other agricultural subject ; but when 
they expressed the opinions quoted by 
‘the hon. Member they did not appreciate 
‘the ineffective character of the method 
they proposed. It is very difficult to 
understand from the hon. Gentleman’s 
speech what object he has in view. I 
understand his object to be that as little 
limitation as possible should be placed 
on the right of the tenant to claim 
compensation. That is undoubtedly 
:a very important feature. But it is by 
-scheduling certain agricultural operations 
cand calling them improvements that we 
give the tenant a statutory right to claim 
compensation for an agricultural opera- 
tion as an improvement which might 
otherwise be open to doubt. The hon. 
Gentleman proposes to do away with the 
schedules altogether, but if the Amend- 
ment were carried the Bill would be un- 
workable, because the words he proposes 
to leave out are required in the present 
construction of the Bill. The improve- 
ments scheduled are divided into three 
classes. The first class must be carried 
‘out with the consent ef the landlord. 
The second requires notice to the land- 
lord, ani the third requires neither con- 
sent nor notice. The hon. Gentleman 
proposes to merge all three, but he does 
not suggest the machinery hy which that 
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can be carried out. While I admit that 
his desire is to free the tenant, I am 
bound to say that the adoption of his 
proposal would leave the tenant in a 
much worse position than under this Bill. 
The schedules cover the greater part, if 
not all, the ground which ought to be 
covered in regard to improvements carried 
out by the tenant; and I submit that if 
the hon. Gentleman is able to show the 
House that there are agricultural opera- 
tions which involve improvement to the 
soil, and which are not included in these 
schedules, instead of upsetting the whole 
Bill, he ought to add them in the 
schedules. If the words were left out, 
the whole Bill would be upset, and_ it 
would not have the effect the hon. 
Gentleman desires. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : Ido not think 
that hon. Members on this side of the 
House who are interested in agriculture 
would break their hearts if the Bill were 
upset. My hon. friend’s proposal is that 
the tenant should get full compensation 
for any operation on the farm which 
would have the effect of improving the 
letting value of the land. Tf there is full 
faith in the valuator, he would decide 
that where the tenant has done anything 
unnecessary or had deteriorated the value 
of the land, the tenant should not get any 
compensation at all. And quite right, 
too. My right hon. friend the President 
of the Board of Agriculture has not, | 
think, given full credit to Scotch agri 
cultural opinion. I do not know 
whether my right hon. friend remembers 
attending a conference of Scottish agri- 
culturalists, when some home truths were 
presented to him. These Scottish agri- 
culturists told him that they did not 
believe his Bill would do much good in 
Scotland. I reiterate my protest against 
Scotland being lumped together with 
England on this question. There should 
have been a separate Bill for Scotland, 
where the conditions of agriculture are so 
different from those of England. 


*Mr. CHANNING: I 
Amendment on several 
chiefly on the grounds of principle and 
precedent. The Market Gardeners’ Com- 
pensation Act of 1895 practically gives 
assent to the principle involved in the 
Amendment of my hon. friend. What he 
has moved is simply to abolish the 
schedules, and that means that in every 


support the 
grounds, but 
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contract of tenancy there should be im- 
plied the complete right of the tenant to 
execute any improvement which will in- 
crease the value of the holding for the 
purposes for which it was let, and to 
obtain compensation for doing so under 
the arbitrator’s award. My right hon. 
friend has urged that it would be better 
to have the schedules and that they 
increase the power of the tenant to 
obtain compensation ; because the tenant 
would have a list ef the improvements that 
might be made, and if his improvements 
were in that list he would be able to set 
up a case. I wonder if the right hon. 
Gentleman has heard of the discussions in 
the Central Chamber of Agriculture, 
which ended in a recommendation that 
there should be several additions to the 
list of items in respect of which payment 
might be made, and— 

“Finally, any other improvements in- 
creasing the letting value of an agricultural 
holding, not specifically mentioned in the 
schedules, and for which a tenant is not other- 
wise compensated.” 

That recommendation, though shown by 
practical he necessary, 1s 
obviously a reductio ud ubsurduin of the 
whole theory of My hon. 
friend the Member for East Aberdeen- 
shire quoted the opinion of Mr. Clay 


opm1on to 


schedules. 


ani Mr. James Hope. He might 
have quoted many others who came 
before the Commission, and desired 


that the most absolute freedom should be 
given to the tenant to make improve- 


ments. I may say that this is not a 
merely Scotch contention. On the 
contrary, the principle was first em- 
bodied in the English Market Gar- 
deners Compensation Act in 1895. 


That Act was the outcome of a custom 
which had grown up among the fruit- 
growers of the Vale of Evesham of recog- 
nising the absolute right of the tenants to 
carry out improvements in their own 
way. I might also quote Mr. Drew, the 
Secretary of the Farmers’ Club, who 
repeatedly expressed the opinion that the 
schedules should be done away with, and 
that a general presumption should be 
established of the right of the tenants to 
make improvements with a right to com- 
pensation, unless where waste or damage 
had been done to the holding. That 
principle had the supportof many practical 
farmers, including former chairmen of the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture, and also 
the strong support of the fruit growers of 
Kent. It seems to me that a very sub- 
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stantial case has been made ont for the 
Amendment. I have myself taken the 
intermediate course of suggestingthatsome 
items of the schedule should be trans 
ferred from Part 1 to Part 2, and others 
from Part 1 to Part 3, as a compromise. 
At the same time, as a matter of prin- 
ciple, I think that ultimately we shall 
arrive at the system proposed in the 
Amendment, of recognising all improve- 
ments which are reasonable and suitable 
for the purposes for which a holding 
is let, and we should thus get rid of a 
great deal of needless friction, The 
landlord would, of course, remain able 
at common law to prevent immprope r 
experiments by the tenant on the 
helding he has on lease. In any case, 
my hon. friend is well advised in raising 
this question by his Amendment. The 
principle is one upon which legislation 
will ultimately proceed, and | certainly 
will give him my support. 





Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): ! 
should not lke it to go forth that the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture favours 
the abolition of the schedule. I may re- 
mind the House that the first schedule is 
divided into three parts. The first sets 
forth the things which may be done on a 
farm, after getting the consent of the 
landlord ; the second, the improvements 
in respect of which notice to the land- 
lord is required ; and the third, the im- 
provements in respect of which the con- 
sent of or notice to the landlord is not 
required. The Central Chamber of Agri- 
culture did not favour the abolition of 
this schedule. 


*Mr. CHANNING: I only mentioned 
that several leading farmers advocated, 
in the Chambers, the abolition of the 
schedules, and that two former presidents 
of the Central Chamber of Agriculture 
had expressed the same opinion. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: The Central Cham- 
ber of Agriculture supported the three 
parts of the schedule very strongly, and 
only wished to add to them. I hope the 
House will reject the Amendment of the 
hon. Gentleman, for it would really cut 
away the whole benefits of the Bill. 


Question put. 





The House divided : 
91. 


Ayes, 170 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 202.) 
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Spicer, Albert 


Mr. YOXALL 


(Nottingham, 
ment I now move refers to suburban 
allotments, which are of a very peculiar 


tenure. The Allotment Gardens Com- 
pensation Act of 1887 does not meet 


to say, will do substantial justice to a 
class of people worthy of the greatest con- 
sideration, and will meet a special want 
in regard to the tenure of land in this 
country. The land given up to these 
allotments in the neighbourhood of great 
towns is land that is ripening for building 
purposes. It is land outside a ring fence, 
that cannot be properly attached to a 
farm, and is often bounded by railways or 
canals, and consists of loose patches 
waiting for the builder. In the mean- 
time it is let out in half or three- 
great who 
obtain 


towns, go out 
some touch with 

some change from the 
of factory life. They bring 
wives and children with them, and on 
a Sunday, outside church hours, you will 
fnd them in hundreds and 
enjoying there the best imitation they 
can obtain of the beauties of nature. In 
order the better to enjoy this suburban 


nature 


may almost say an essential thing, to 
build a small summer-house, sometimes 
with a little kitchen range and a chimney, 
and to furnish it with a table and a few 
chairs. Frequently the midday meal on 
a Sunday is partaken in these small sum- 
mer-houses. A small greenhouse is often 


VOL. LXXXV. [FourtH Senies.] 





thousands | 


{10 Juty 1900} 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 

' Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sinclair, Capt. Jno. (Forfars.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Wallace, Robert 


| 
| 


| 
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W.):| found attached ; and oceasionally, where 
Hon. Members will see that the Amend- | the gardens are sutticiently removed from 


the city, there weuld be a fowl-house or a 
pig-sty. These buildings, no doubt, are 


put up without the leave of the landlord. 


nature, and held under a very peculiar! J venture to speak on behalf of the 


Federation of Allotment Garden Holders 
Associations, who have carefully con- 
sidered this matter, and who believe 
they have a claim for compensation for 
these buildings when they are com- 
pelled to move. Having regard to the 
moral influence of these suburban allot- 
ment gardens, I see no reason why the 
House should not make it possible for 
these people to enjoy this semi-rural life 
on Bank Holidays and Sundays in safety 
as to the future. I do not complain on 
their behalf of the high rents they pay, 
often as muchas at the rate of 20 guineas 


| per acre, which is very high compared 


quarters of a rood to artisans from our | 
there to} 
and | 


monotony | 
their | 


with agricultural rent in this country. 
I do not complain of the high rent of 
twenty guineas per acre. Ido not com- 
plain of the cottage gardener or the allot- 
ment gardener, the class to which I refer, 
receiving no compensation if against his 
wish he has to leave his plot because he 
has to go and live in another town. Ido 
not complain of that at all, but what I do 


‘complain of is, that having established 


rurality it has grown to be a custom, I | 


these allotment gardens and cultivated 
them and put up their little buildings 
upon them on the faith of long custom 
and long habit, they cannot when that 
land is sold for building purposes claim 
any compensation at all. The land is 
only sold when it is absolutely ripe for 
building, and it is sold then at a very 
high profit, and the small amount of com- 


| pensation that I have suggested in my 


Amendment the Committee will agree is 
not too much. The compensation is 


2X 
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strictly limited in amount.. I’ shall be 
told that they have a right to take away 
the fruit bushes and fruit trees not firmly 
planted in the land, so to speak. But I 
would point out to the Committee that 
one cannot take away from the land with 


Agricultural 


any profit fruit trees and fruit bushes ; | 


and the buildings which have been put 
up are not saleable at all at the price of 
the cost which they represent. What I 
wish to do is to obtain for those 
tenants the right to take away their 
fruit trees and fruit bushes, and I think 
on the determination of the tenancy by 
the action of the landlord and not of the 
tenant—as in cases where the land has 
become ripe for immediate building pur- 
poses, and the tenant is turned out at six 


months notice—where there is no com- | 


pensation at all by the operation of the 
compensation clause of the existing Act, 


the tenant ought to have the right to. 


compensation to the extent of one-third 
of the gross value of his improvements or 
£10, whichever is the greater sum. I 
venture to hope that I have shown to the 
Committee a good case for their favour- 
able consideration. This is a very de- 


serving class, the artisans of the great 


towns; and from the point of view of 
public behaviour and public morals, of 
detachment from less worthy pursuits, of 
health given to wife and children who 
are enabled to spend many hours in the 
spring and summer months amongst the 
green leaves and away from the shut-in 
atmosphere of the  cities—from the 
point of view of public interest and 
national interest generally, and of im- 
proving the physique of the people, and 
detaching them from public-houses and 
from betting and other forms of amuse- 
ment far too prevalent in our towns, I 
ask that the tenant shall be put in a 
better position than he stands at present. 


My Amendment is one that is looked | 


upon with great favour by the populations 
of the large manufacturing towns of this 
country, and I believe it is the only pro- 
posal of this particular kind now before 
the House. I beg to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 12, after the word ‘ tenant,’ 
to insert the words, ‘And the tenant of a 
holding, being an allotment or cottage garden, 
shall be entitled to obtain from the landlord 
compensation in money for fruit trees, fruit 
bushes, drains, and for any outbuildings, pig- 
sties, fowl - houses, or other structural im- 
provements made by the tenant upon his hold- 


Mr. Yoxall, 
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| ing to the extent of one-third of their gross 
value ; provided always that this compensation 
| shiall not exceed ten pounds, and that the 
| tenant shall have the right to remove such 
| fruit trees, fruit bushes, outbuildings, pig- 
sties, and fowl-houses in addition to the right 
| to the aforesaid compensation, and that if the 
| tenancy be determined after notice given by 
the tenant no right to compensation in money, 
shall exist.’ ”—(M7. Yorall.) 


| 
| 

Question proposed, “ That those words: 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG: The hon. Gentleman has 
honestly endeavoured to deal with what. 
he no doubt considers a very difficult 
question, but I very much doubt if the 
| difficulty. be as: great as he imagines itis, 
or whether there is any difficulty at all,, 
and I do not.know whether the allotment 
holders, after all, will approve of this 
Amendment when they find how it 
works out in their own individual cases. 
How does the question of compensation 
stand ? The Allotments Act of 1887 pro- 
vides that the tenants shall receive full 
compensation for the erection of buildings 
and other improvements, provided they 
obtain the assent of the landlords to those 
improvements in the first instance. Then 
they can do what they like. The hon. 
Gentleman proposes by his Amendment 
that that assent shall be done away with,, 
and that the tenant shall be entitled to 
compensation to the extent. of one-third 
of the gross value of his property, and 
then, in order to do justice to the land- 
lord, he proposes that the compensa- 
tion shall be limited to £10. I cannot 
conceive how a proposal of this kind could 
work out equitably throughout the 
country generally. Everybody agrees 
with what the hon. Gentleman said as to 
the desirability of people in the towns 
having gardens of this character, and 
everybody who has observed the condi- 
| tion of large towns must be aware of the 
| wonderful increase in the provision of 
allotments and gardens all over the 
country. The hon. Gentleman by his 
| proposal not only suggests that the 
| tenant shall be entitled to claim compen- 


upon him,. but that when the landlord has 
paid the compensation the venani shall be 


/other things which he has sold to the 
|landlord.. It is a most remarkable way to: 


sation from the landlord with respect to- 
the expenditure and disturbance entailed: 


entitled to remove the fruit trees and: 
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arrive at a just compensation, and I can- 
not believe it will confer the advantage 
upon the allotment-holders which the hon. 
Gentleman desires. I am bound to say 
also that it involves a principle to which I 
could not assent, that these men are to be 
allowed to make alterations in the 
character of their holdings without the 
consent of the landlord. Therefore, I 
must resist the Amendment. 


Agricultural 


Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I am very 
sorry the right hon. Gentleman did not 
see his way to accept this Amendment, or 
some portion of it. There is no real diffi- 
culty in this matter ; that is shown by the 
fact that all this large number of associa- 
tions have asked my hon. friend to move 
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sation can be claimed if the assent of the 
landlord in writing has been first obtained, 
but in the vast majority of the cases the 
assent of the landlord cannot be obtained, 
the result being that large amounts of 
improvements have been confiscated. Of 
course it is very difficult to say what are 
improvements on land that is to be used 
for building and what are not, but at the 
same time | am sorry that the right hon. 
Gentleman, whilst agreeing to the desira- 
bility of doing something, has not seen 
his way to accept the Amendment. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 76 ; Noes, 





in the matter. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomag, Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Crilly, Daniel 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


It is true that compen- 





Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Right Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander | 
Balfour, Kt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds) | 
Bartley, George C. T. | 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H.F.(Middlesex 
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AYES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb’Ind) | 


Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Connor, Tex. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Malley, William 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Philipps, John Wynford 


NOES. 


Bowles,T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) | 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Worcr | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh | 


2X 2 


(Division List No. 203.) 


Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Spicer, Albert 


| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen,E. 
Thomas, Alfred(GlamorganE. ) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 


| Williams, John Carvell(Notts- 
| Wilson,Frederick W.( Norfolk) 


Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H.(Middlesbrough) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(Huddersf'd 


| Woods, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Yoxall and Mr. Stead- 
man. 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A, Cameron(Glasgow 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke,Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
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Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward { 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. | 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn. 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn William Edw. H. 


Agricultural 


Lowles, Jobn 


Malcolm, Ian 


Perey, Ear] 


Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 


*Sir CHARLES WELBY (Nottingham- 
shire, Newark) : The words of the Amend- 
ment which I now beg to move are taken 
bodily from the existing Act, and there- 
fore it seems to me it falls upon the 
Government to justify their omission 
rather than on me to justify their 
retention. When this question was 
referred to upstairs, it was pointed 
out that the proviso was not in the 
Act of 1883, as it was originally 
drafted, but was inserted in the Com- 
mittee stage. But what was the 
history of its insertion? It was inserted 
in the Bill of 1883 upon the motion of 
the right hon. Gentleman the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and it was 
moved after a more drastic Amendment, 
which limited the compensation of the 
tenant to his actual outlay, had been pro- 
posed and carried by the present First 
Lord of the Treasury. The Amendment 
of the right hon. Gentleman was, with some 
slight modifications, accepted by the Go- 
vernment and inserted in the Bill, and it 


{COMMONS} 


Llewellyn,Sir Dillwyn (S’nsea) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop, James 


Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. | 
| Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) | 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monmouthsh. | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, Hon. Win. 


Pilkington, R. (Lanes., Newt’n 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


was then recognised upon all sides of the | 
House to be a reasonable precaution | 


against possible misunderstanding. This 
Amendment which I now move will have 
the same effect in this Bill. I admit that 
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Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChas Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Russell,Gen. F.S, (Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (‘T'yrone) 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham,T. Harrop(Stalybr, 
Sidebottom, William ( Derbys, 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchureh) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemacbe, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, SirCharlesG. E. (Notts 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wil-on, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson..J W( Worcestershire,N 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 


Robert W. 


TELLERS: FOR THE NogEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Austruther 


but tbe object of the proviso is, so 
far as improvements are concerned, to 
separate as far as possible the interest of 
the tenant from that of the landlord. I 
am as anxious as anyone to secure for the 
tenant full compensation for his outlay, 
initiative, and energy, but it is perfectly 
obvious that there must be a_ point 
at which one interest ends and _ the 
other begins. Take an extreme case 
which I admit is unlikely to arise, but 
which shows the principle. A man 
may, by the mere fact of turning 
the course of a river, turn 200 
acres of worthless swamp into valu- 
able fertile land. But no one con- 
tends that in such a case as that he should 
be entitled to the capital value of all that 
reclaimed acreage of land. But I confess 
I can see in this Bill no sort of safeguard 
against such an extreme interpretation as 
that being placed upon it. The right 
hon. Gentleman, as I understood when 
this question was raised upstairs, o)jected 
to the proviso, mainly on the ground 
that it was of no practical effect. I am 
not prepared to accept that entirely, but 
even granting it, [ submit that it 
does not necessarily follow that, because 
words are in an Act of Parliament and 


the words are vague and unsatisfactory, , have no effect, the deliberate omission 
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of those words will have no effect. We 
apprehend, rightly or wrongly, that these 
words having been in an Act of Parlia- 
ment, their omission may be construed 
as an instruction to arbitrators to make 
some change in their practice, and to 
ascribe to an outgoing tenant something 
that has hitherto been recognised by all as 
inherent with the ownership of the soil. 
The right hon. Gentleman made the 
important statement, upstairs, that the 
Government did not by omitting these 
words intend any change in the law or in 
the practice. I would respectfully submit 
to him that, as the Government do not in- 
tend to make any change in the law or 
in the practice, and as, so far as I am 
aware, there is no demand for any change ; 
and as, on the other hand, there are appre- 
hensions in many quarters as to what the 
effect of the omission may be, it would be 
well to let well alone, and to reinsert 
these words as part of the law. I beg to 
move. 


Agricultural 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 12, after the word ‘tenant,’ 
to insert the words, ‘ Provided always that, in 
estimating the value of any improvement in 
Schedule [., there shall not be taken into 
ac ount, as part of the improvement made by 
the tenant, what is justly due to the inherent 
capabilities of the  soil.’”—(Sir Charles 
Welby. ) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG: My hon. friend may be 
quite certain that apart altogether from 
the distinguished origin of the Amend- 
ment, the subject is one which coming 
from himself would receive my con- 
sideration. I confess that when I was 
anticipating the points of difficulty that 
might arise in the discussion of 
this Bill, it never entered my _ head 
that this would be one of them. The 
reason for leaving out the words was 
accurately described by my hon. friend. 
He told us something of the history of 
the way the words got into the Act of 
1883. It is quite true that they were 
words suggested by my right hon. friend, 
but I am not quite sure that they were 
suggested by him because he believed 
they were of very great importance, or 
far reaching. 


{10 Jury 1900} 


Now he entirely concurs | 
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that they are of no value as they 
stand. My hon. friend suggests that, 
although they may be of no value, 
the fact that they are in the Act of 
Parliament, and that Parliament is 
asked to leave them out of this Bill, 
may have a bearing on future action in 
this matter. I confess that I have never 
been able to understand how a landlord 
is going to consider agricultural opera- 
tions in connection with the soil without 
considering in the valuation what is due 
to the soil itselfi—how much the soil has 
paid for the production of the article for 
which compensation is to be given. My 
hon. friend thinksthe omission of the words 
may lead to difficulty. The Royal Com- 
mission considered these words with the 
greatest possible care, and made some 
moderate and sensible recommendations. 
Mr. Lipscombe spoke in the strongest 
terms of these words, and other valuers 
have described them as having a mis- 
chievous effect. Recommendations have 
been made from all quarters that the 
words should be omitted. They have 
led to the suggestion, as my hon. friend 
is aware, that the landlord seeks to 
deprive the tenant of that which is the 
result of the tenant’s work. This has led 
to some reflection being cast on the 
Act of Parliament itself. I have dis- 
cussed this matter with some of the most 
experienced valuers I have lately come 
across, and so far as I know there is no 
suggestion that the omission of these 
words would have the far-reaching and 
serious effect my hon. friend fears. I 
confess I do not share my hon. friend’s 
fears in any way whatever. I hope the 
House will accept the suggestion the 
Government have made and will not 
assent to the reinsertion of the words. 


*EarL PERCY (Kensington, 8.) said he 
regretted extremely that the right hon. 
Gentleman had not been able to accept 
the small and reasonable Amendment of 
his hon. friend. They had really heard 
no reason whatever, either in the Com- 
mittee upstairs or in that House, in favour 
of striking out the words, except the evi- 
dence given before the Royal Commission. 
The right hon. Gentleman alluded to that 
and it would be worth while to see how 
absolutely conflicting and contradictory 
it was. The right hon. Gentleman alluded 
to the evidence given by Mr. Lipscombe 
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who was in favour of striking out the 
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words, because they were entirely un- | 


necessary and inoperative at the present 
moment. Sir J. Bennet Lawes, while in 
favour of the exclusion of the words, 
was of opinion that they contained a prin- 
ciple which the arbitrators would be bound 
to take into account in giving an award, 
whether the words were in the Bill or not. 
Lid Mr. Lipscombe mean that the arbitra- 
tors had acted in open defiance of the 
principles laid down by the law? He 
should say that was a good reason for 
appointing a commission of enquiry 
similar to the Fry Commission, which 
reported on the working of the Irish 
Land Acts. If Sir J. Bennet Lawes 
was correct, what on earth could be 
the reason for striking the words out 
of the Bill? 
way of enlisting the confidence of either 
tenant or landlord in the impartiality 
of this tribunal, to which for the first 
time they were giving unlimited dis- 
eretion, while withdrawing the right of 
appeal which had hitherto existed to the 
county court, could hardly be imagined. 
The right hon. Gentleman had stated in 
reference to the history of the matter, 
that although it was true these words 
were inserted in the Rill in 1883, on the 
motion of the right hon. Gentleman who 
was now Chancellor of the Exchequer, he 
was not at all sure that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer at that time attached 
any importance to them. All he knew 


was that his right hon. friend the First | 


Lord of the Treasury moved an Amend- 
ment in 1883 on the Bill of the then 
Government—a far more stringent one— 
providing that compensation to tenants 
in case of improvements executed without 
the consent of the landlord should be 
limited to the amount of the capital ex- 
penditure by the tenant. He carried that 
Amendment against the Government, and 
the Government was so annoyed that they 
proceeded to suggest that the Amendment 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
should be accepted in place of the Amend- 
ment by his right hon. friend. The 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer, in 
moving the Amendment, used words quite 
incompatible with the assertion of the 
right hon. Gentleman, that he attached 
no importance to it. He said— 

“He was bound to say he thought there 
would be something required in the Bill in the 
nature of a limit to the discretion of the valuer 
= the words ‘inherent capabilities of the 
Soll. 


Ear! Percy. 


{COMMONS} 


A more extraordinary | 
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| Later on the right hon. Gentleman said— 


| ‘* What he was anxious to do was to enable 
| this Bill to work if it could ; and what he was 
| convinced of was this—that it would be diffi- 
| cult enough for the first part of the Schedule 
to work under any circumstances, for he did 
not believe the tenantry of England were 
| likely, so long as the English land system en- 
| dured, to desire to make these permanent im- 
| provements. But if the Committee wished to 
| deter landlords from giviug their assent to the 
| making of these permanent improvements by 
| the tenants, they could not do better than 
leave it open to the valuer to give to the 
| tenant compensation for that which really be- 
| longed to the landlord. Therefore, he was 
anxious to limit the action of the valuers in 
| this matter, as the Government themselves 
desired, and to show in the four curners of the 
Bill that the valuers were not to take that 
course. The landlord, if he gave his consent 
to the permanent improvements being made, 
would not then be under any fear that he 
| would be deprived of any property which be- 
| longed to him; and with that view he had 
| proposed this Amendment.” 





| It appeared, therefore, that he did attach 
| importance to it at the time. A_ protest 
ought to be made against this kind of 
slipshod legislation to which they were 
| becoming accustomed in connection with 
all questions relating to agriculture. 
'The Government pretended that these 
words were unnecessary, or at any rate 
that they might raise conflict and mis- 
understanding, and instead of taking 
|the trouble to devise some phrase to 
express their meaning better, they asked 


| the House to strike the words out 
of the Bill. Surely the English lan- 


guage was capable of giving such a 
definition. They might find words which 
would not be open to the objections 
urged against this proviso in Ricardo’s 
“Original and Indestructible Properties 
of the Soii,” or in the definitions of any 
treatise on political economy. Instead of 
trying to devise an alternative they 
trusted absolutely to the impartiality 
of gentleman who, it had been stated, 
paid no attention to the principles of the 
statute under which they act. It was 
said in evidence before the Royal Com- 
mission that these words might deter 
tenants from coming forward with claims 
of a certain character: If there was one 
difficulty in this legislation it was that it 
encouraged a tenant to believe that by a 
dexterous manipulation of his claim he 
might extract from the arbitrator some- 
| thing to which he had no right and which 
the law never intended to give him. The 
‘result was that the landlord had to make 
an equally exaggerated claim, and the 
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arbitrators, in erder to save themselves | 
the trouble ef going into the matter, took 
the easy way of splitting the difference. 
In some form or other words should be 
introduced which would limit and restrict 
the discretion of the arbitrator. 


Agricultural 


‘Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) confessed he 
was somewhat disappointed at the reply of 
the President of the Board of Agriculture, 
because he thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man would be able to give a better reason 
for his opposition to the Amendment than 
he had done. When he came to the 
House that night he did not think this 
was a point they should press on the 
Gevernment:; but, considering the small 
excuse the Government so far had given 
for leaving out the words which appeared | 
in every other Agricultural Act dealing 
with holdings, he should feel himself 
bound to support his hon. friend unless 
they got some better explanation. The two 
hon. Members who had just spoken had fully 


‘ gone into the history of the words and | 


the reason for the Amendment. He 
would give one example to the House of 
athing which might occur, and which 
might bring this question very much to 
the front. Suppose that some year there 
was a considerable rise in the price of 
wheat and barley. Hon. Members were 
perfectly well aware that there was a 
large amount of land at the present 
moment which no longer could be worked | 
at a profit in growing corn. On the 
other hand, it produced an indifferent and 
inferior article, and would let at from 
2s. 6d. to 5s. an acre. That land, if 
ploughed and cultivated, would certainly 
produce a rent of 15s. to £1 an acre. 
He wished to ask the House whether it 
was fair that the whole of that increase 
should go to the tenant. Undoubtedly the 
“inherent capabilities of the soil” were 
what would grow the wheat. It would 
not be wheat of five quarters to the acre, 
which would pay cultivation at present 
prices. It would only produce three- 
quarters to the acre. He saw no reason 
why such words should not be placed in 
the Bill, so that valuers should at all 
times know how to act. 


! 


Mr. SEALE HAYNE (Devonshire, 
Ashburton) said he only wished to bring 
before the House his view of “the in- 
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herent capabilities of the soil.” What 
did a tenant pay for when he paid rent ? 
He paid for the inherent capabilities of 
the soil. If those capabilities were good 
he paid a high rent, and if they were bad 
he paid a low rent. There was no such 
thing as the inherent capabilities of the 
soil, because the soil without labour and 
without manure would produce nothing 
that was marketable. [Cries of “Oh!”| 
Certainly not. If they put by an acre of 
land and did not work it, that acre of 
land would produce nothing of any 
marketable value. The soil had no in- 
herent capabilities unless worked by 
tenants. If these words were worth 
anything, and if they resulted in anything 
being got out of the tenant, it would 


| really be robbing him. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire): I do 
not pretend to be quite certain what effect 
the omission of these words will have, 
but the right hon. Gentlemen in charge 
of the Bill, as far as 1 understood him, 
assured the House that whether or not 
the words are in the Bill will make no 
difference in the minds of the valuers, 
and he proposes to leave them out enly 
as being more or less immaterial. It is 
possible that may be so, but for my own 
part I have some hope that if these words 
are omitted valuers will be inclined, from 
the very fact of their omission from this 
Bill, while they were inserted in a previous 
Bill, to give to the outgoing tenant a larger 
sum as compensation than they would 
have been inclined to give. I therefore 
hope the Government will stick to their 
guns and insist that these words should 
not be added to the clause. I desire to 
take this opportunity of putting in a 
protest against some of the arguments 
by which this Amendment has been 
justified. The hon. Baronet the mover 
gave us what he evidently considered was 
a most shocking example. He said that 
unless the Bill was safeguarded by these 
words a case might happen in which a 
man took a farm with even as much 
as one hundred acres of swamp upon 
it—swamp that was absolutely useless— 
and by altering the course of a river 
turned that swamp into most valuable 
land. That is the way the hon. Baronet 
looked at it, but it seems to me, looking 
at it from the Liberal point of view—and 
I fancy most agricultural constituencies, 
whether they return Liberals or Conser- 
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ratives to this House, will have much the 

same opinion—that if a man takes a farm 
which has an acre of swamp, worth 
practically nothing to anybody, and by 
turning the course of a river or stream 
makes that swamp into good meadow land, 
the man is fairly entitled to every penny 
the land is worth. 


Agricultural 


Sir CHARLES WELBY: But he may 


reclaim a thousand acres. 


Mr. PHILIPPS: Suppose a man im- 
proves one acre of land, he is entitled to 
compensation. Why is he less entitled if 
he improves a thousand acres? It has 
been laid down that a man _ benefited his 
country if he made two blades of grass 
to grow where one blade grew before. 
3ut the man who drains a swamp makes 
many hundreds of blades to grow where 
only one grew before, and if the man who 
makes two to grow is a benefactor to his 
country, the man who makes a hundred 
to grow is much more a_ benefactor. 
This may shock the hon. Baronet; he 
appears to think it may he reason- 
able that a man who reclaims one 
acre of bog should get compensation, 
but he speaks of the possibility of a 
man getting compensation for re- 
claiming a thousand acres as a very 
terrible thing. If it is a good thing 
to reclaim an acre surely it is a better 
thing to reclaim two acres, and a far 
better thing to reclaim a thousand, and 
the man who does such a deed certainly 
deserves every penny of the advantage 
his labour or skill has given to the land. 
After all, it is not generally such an 
easy thing to drain land, and if a man 
has the skill to drain a thousand acres of 
hog land on a remunerative basis—that is, 
so that the land is worth more than the 
amount he spends in draining it—he cer- 
tainly is entitled to all the credit and 
advantage. That is my view of the prin- 
ciples on which the House ought to 
legislate, and if the omission of these words 


will lead to the man who drains land | 


getting the benetit I earnestly hope the 
House will condemn the Amendment. I 
dissent altogether from the arguments of 
the noble Lords sitting opposite. 


any improvement to the value of the 
holding when he leaves it, which is due 
to inherent capabilities of the soil. My 


Mr. Philipps. 


{COMMONS} 
‘right hon. friend the Member for the 


/the other rich grass-land. 


| that he is entitled to 


‘ing them in this Act. 


I say | 
that a tenant ought to get the benefit of | 
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Ashburton Division put the matter very 
clearly. What is it that a man pays for 
when he takes land? Some men rent 
land at 5s. an acre, and some rent 
land at £2 an acre—grass-land in a, 
similar county, one part being poor and 
What does a 
man pay for if he pay £2 rather than 
5s. an acre? Surely he pays for “the 
inherent capabilities of the soil”? I say 
the benefit of 
those capabilities, and it would be most, 
unjust if, by such an Amendment as the: 
hon. Baronet proposes, the tenant was 
shut out from these advantages. As 
regards some of the matters in the first 
schedule of this Bill, unless a man is. 
benefited by the improvement of the soil 
I cannot understand how a valuer can 
give compensation. The tenant can only 
get compensation if tne land is benefited 
and gives increased crops. I hope the 
Government will stand to their guns and 
refuse to accept this Amendment. If the 
Amendment is accepted the heart of the 
Bill will be struck out, and it will be 
nothing more than a mockery and a 
sham. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham) thought the ingenuity 
and eloquence of the hon. Member for 
Pembroke had been somewhat misapplied. 
The practical question they had to decide 
was not whether these words were wisely 
introduced in the Agricultural Holdings. 
Act of 1883, but whether their extrusion 
from the existing law at the present time 
might not have an injurious and unfair 
effect upon the rights of the owners of the 
soil. It these words were retained from 
the Act of 1883, it would enable the 
arbitrator to give something to the tenant 
which he was not entitled to give him at 
present. He laid very little stress him- 
self upon these words, and he was quite 
prepared to admit that it was a very 
difficult thing to translate them into 
pounds, shillings, and pence. If they had 
never been in the Act of 1883, he did not 
think that he should have voted for leav- 
But there they 
were, and so far they had worked no 
injustice, and if there had been ambiguity 
it had not been followed by any serious. 
consequences. The question was whether 
the words should be taken out or not. He 
thought some further reason should be 


1188 








1189 


iven 
in 
simp! 
the n 
tenan 
the s 
his fa 
from 
but as 
of the 
treat | 
skill, 
fore, 
for. 
thing: 
contre 
that 
for w] 
and i 
sent 
matte 
into h 
very | 
to wh 
capaci 
anoth 
had h 
for w 
that 1 
the pr 
those 
was a 
preser 
that t 
the Bi 
tion tl 
was, | 
aband 
which 
tenant 
done, | 
the pr 


Mr. 
do not 
hon. ¢ 
Bill th 
these 1 
ticular 
trary, 
of any 
and if 
practic 
in tryi 
to be f¢ 
place. | 
has dis 
innocer 
spoken 








¥? 


i i, Mie th ole) i a, de 











1189 


given for taking them out. 
House look at the matter in a plain and 
simple way. They were not dealing for 
the moment with existing tenants. The 
tenant paid for the inherent capacities of 
the soil in the shape of rent. He took 
his farm upon certain terms—it might be 
from year to year, or for a longer period— 
but as longashe had the farm he had the use 
of the inherent capacities of the soil to 
treat as he liked, with the assistance of his 
skill, his capital, and his labour. There- 
fore, the tenant got what he bargained 
for. Then they came to the position of 
things between the parties when the 
contract was at an end. It was right 
that the tenant should be compensated 
for what was due to his own exertions 
and industry and his capital, and the pre- 
sent Bill gave compensation for those 
matters. But when it came to putting 
into his own pocket money which, by the 
very wording of this clause, was due not 
to what he had done, but to the inherent 
capacities of something which belonged to 
another man, and the use of which he 
had had for a certain period of time, and 
for which he had paid, then he thought 
that was net the tenant’s property, but 
the property of the landlord. For what 
those words were worth, he thought it 
was a pity to throw them away in the 
present Bill. He somewhat regretted 
that those words were ever introduced in 
the Bill of 1883, but being there, the ques- 
tion the House was called upon to decide 
was, whether it was right and wise to 
abandon them, and thus open a loophole 
which would enable an arbitrator to give a 
tenant compensation not for what he had 
done, but for what was really and truly 
the property of the landlord. 


Agricultural 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : I 
do not gather from the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman who has charge of this 
Bill that in maintaining the omission of 
these words he was animated by any par- 
ticular abstract principle. On the con- 
trary, I gather that there was no principle 
of any sort at the back of his opposition, 
and if any justification is wanted of the 
practical sagacity of the hon. Gentleman 
in trying to get rid of these words it is 
to be found i in the debate which has taken 
place. Icannothelpthinking that the House 
has discussed this question in a somewhat 
innocent fashion. Hon. Members have 
spoken as if this was some virgin soil 


{10 JuLy 1900} 
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which they could till, and there has been 
in addition the argument about “inherent 
capabilities.” They leave out of account 
the fact that what they are contemplating is 
ground which has already been discussed. 
This very question gave rise to the 
famous case of “Adams v. Dunseath,” 
and I[ for one contemplate with 
abhorrence the notion that the con- 
troversy which that case let loose in 
Ireland should now be let loose on. 
this side of St. George’s Channel. As 
that controversy was entirely the outcome 
of these words, I think the only practical 
expedient for us to adopt now is to omit 
them. It isa great delusion to suppose: 
that the practical man who comes to 
value the improvements of the tenants 
tukes into account the inherent capa- 
bilities of the soil. On the contrary, 
what he does is, not to think of the 
inherent capacities of the soil, but to: 
apportion the value of the improvements 
between the labour of the tenant and some- 
thing which is the subject-matter on: 
which he has been operating. The valuer 
is generally some practical farmer with a 
great knowledge of agriculture and valu- 
ations, and he asks himself, what has the 
tenant substantially contributed to the 
improvement of the farm? So far from 
drawing a distinction between the inherent 
capacities of the soil and the labour of the 
tenant, he does nothing of the sort. He 
makes no such distinction, because it is a 
purely metaphysical one, and it has no- 
practical value. In considering what the- 
tenant does to add value to the soil, 
some account of course must be 
taken of what is due to the inherent 
qualities of the soil. The tenant would 
not have occupied the soil unless he 
believed it had some inherent qualities of 
which he could take advantage. On the 
other hand, to imagine that there is 
some hard-and-fast line to be drawn 
between what is due to the inherent 
vapacities of the soil and what is due 
to the labour of the tenant is really 
raising a figment of the imagination 
of philosophers and lawyers. I object 
to introducing a figment of philoso- 
phers and lawyers into this controversy 
between landlord and tenant. The prac- 
tical man is quite capable of dealing with 
this question, and of distinguishing 
between what is due to the inherent 
qualities of the soil and what is due to 
the tenant; he will take a broad view,. 
and consider whether a particular tenant 
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has, by his labour and his money, made 
.an improvement of that kind which the 
Act of Parliament lays down. The Act 
-of Parliament is not one which em bodies 
any abstract principle, and I never knew 
any Act which did embody an abstract 
principle which anybody could under- 
stand ; and least of all does the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Act provide any logical 
basis which would enable the unfor- 
‘tunate valuer to consider the subtleties 
which 


were raised by the noble 
Lord the Member for South Ken- 
sington. The valuer has to look at 


these things from a business point of 
view, and if he were instructed otherwise 
I should protest against him being made 
-arbitrator in the controversies under this 
Act, because he would not be fit for the 
duties imposed upon him. Heaven forbid 
.that we should place any such burden 
upon the back of the unfortunate arbi- 
.trator as was raised in “ Adams v. Dun- 
-seath.” There is not very much chance of 
the arbitrator making a mistake, and if he 
«does no court of law would endeavour to 
correct him, and because these words 
seem to introduce ambiguity into what is 
‘otherwise quite clear I think the Govern- 
ment have acted wisely in omitting those 
words, 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
‘St. Albans): I think it comes rather 
strangely from the hon. and _ learned 
Member for Haddington that he should 
charge hon. Members on this side with 
being philosophers and lawyers. But, to 
turn to the more serious part of his speech, 
he very properly pointed out that this 
was anything but virgin ground, and that 
these questions had all been gone through 
in 1883. It must have amused the older 
hon. Members of this House to hear the 
way in which this subject was dealt 
‘with by my noble friend behind 
me. There is one remarkable 
‘difference between the state of things 
which existed in 1883 and now, and it is 
that whereas everyone of the right hon. 
and hon. Gentlemen on the Treasury 
bench voted “aye” in 1883, they propose 
to vote “no” now. Ido not suppose that 
I can raise a blush on the cheek of an 
official, but I think this fact fully justifies 
us in asking for some further explanation 
for the complete change of front which 
has taken place. These wurds which we 
desire to retain were introduced by the 

Mr. Haldane. 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer, and were 
_ strongly supported by the First Lord of 
the Treasury, and now the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill says they 
|are unimportant, and he also says that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has come 
| to the same conclusion. I observe that 
‘the Chancellor of the Exchequer is not 
| present to face the music, and he has not 
come forward to explain why he pressed 
the House to carry in 1883 words which 
he now considers unimportant and mis- 
chievous. But why are these words mis- 
_chievous? We asked the right hon, 
Gentleman to explain, and all he could 
tell us was that some eminent valuer 
had said they were mischievous. 
A man might be capable of estimating 
what was fair between landlord and 
tenant, and yet not be a safe guide for 
us in a matter of legislation, and I really 
think we ought to have some explanation 
from a member of the Government as to 
what is the mischief and what is the harm 
which the words proposed by the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer have done. 
What was the great mischief he did to 
the country by his proposal? I should 
like to have that question answered. 
What does the right hon. Gentleman say ! 
He says that every valuer will act exactly 
| as if these words were there, and that it 
is the only honest course to take. The 
hon. Member opposite proceeded to say 
that there was no inherent value in land. 
| That proposition is a most ridiculous one. 
| It would be just as reasonable to say that 
any farmer could grow just as good a 
| wheat crop on the floor of this House as 
upon any piece of land of the same size 
in the country. The proposition is so 
ludicrous that I am surprised to hear the 
hon. Member defend it. If the words 
which existed in this Bill were carried out 
by the valuers it would be a robbery. 
The right hon. Gentleman proposes 
to leave out those words because he 
says that robbery will continue whether 
the words are there or not. I cannot 
help saying that the right hon. Gentle- 
man is playing into the hands of people 
who differ from him absolutely upon this 
question. The right hon. Gentleman 
showed something less than his usual 
prescience when he expressed official 
astonishment that there should be any 
objection to the omission of these words. 
It never occurred to the right hon. Gentle- 
man that the words introduced by a 
leading member of this Government and 
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supported by the Leader of the House, 
and which were produced as a protection 
and safeguard to the landlords against 
robbery, would be defended by anybody 
in this House, and he did not think we 
should take the trouble to protest against 
such a motion. 


Agricultural 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
I am induced to make a very few observa- 
tions and to interpose in this interesting 
debate by the reference which has been 
made by my hon. and learned friend the 
Member for Haddington to the celebrated 
historic case of Adams v. Dunseath. I 
am very glad to see my hon. friend on 
the front Ministerial Bench, who is very 
familiar with that case. He will probably 
follow me, and if I say anything which 
does not commend itself to his logical 
mind perhaps he will be good enough 
to correct me. I confess that 
I am rather inclined to favour the inser- 
tion of those words, but on grounds 
altogether different from those which 
commended themselves to the noble Lord 
who so ably and eloquently defended 
this Amendment, and on _ grounds 
different from those put forward by the 
‘hon. Members who have supported him. 
Those words do not occur at all in the 
Irish Land Act, for there are no cognate 
words referring to the capabilities of the 
soil in that statute. The difference 
arose to some extent from those words 
not occurring. 
landlord contended that all the tenant 
was entitled to was the actual capital ex- 


pended on his improvements, with interest | 


‘say at 5 per cent. from the time the 


{10 Juty 1900} 


On the one hand the | 
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dustry of the tenants from generation 
to generation. That is not so in England, 
because the tenants do not go back in that 
way. There have been leases in England, 
and it can easily be ascertained what was 
the state of the soil when the tenancy 
commenced. My idea is, that if you 
leave in these words they will at once 
challenge inquiry as to what the precise 
measure of compensation that the tenants 
should get is, and it will prevent the 
arbitrator from applying that very valu- 
able standard of common sense which is 
so popular with everyone when they can 
clearly understand the meaning of it. 
But there is nothing more dangerous, in 
my opinion, than common sense. It is 
very frequently a convertible term with 
the particular opinions of the person who 
applies it, which are often chimerical, and 
which lead to obvious errors. My idea 
of the effect of this Amendment is this : 
Dean Swift said that the man who made 
two blades of grass grow where only one 
a benefactor to his 


grew before was 

country. That is the principle on which 

I go. If a man makes two _ blades 
5 


of wheat grow where only one 
grew before, what would justice and 
equity say? Why, that he should have 
one blade for himself, and the landlord 
should have the other blade for allowing 
him the use of the soil. I defy the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Derby, with whose logical and meta- 
physical powers the House is so familiar, 
to meet that argument. Supposing a 
tenant makes two blades of wheat grow 
where no wheat at all would have grown 
| but for the exertions of the tenant. Is 
| the tenant to get the two blades, and is 
nothing to remain for the landlord but 
the value of the virgin soil upon which 
This is what 





capital was expended. That was one} the two blades grew 1 
pole of the question. On the other hand, | creates the difficulty. If the land was 
what was contended for by the tenant | not there, you might as well attempt 
was that the landlord was only entitled|to grow wheat on the floor of this 
to what was termed and becamea historic} House. The only true solution is, 
phrase—that is, the prairie value of the|I think, that the tenant ought to re- 
land. That is there was the prairie value | ceive compensation for every improve- 
‘on one hand and the capital value and | ment he has applied to the soil, and all the 
interest on the other. I confess thatin | landlord should get is the value of the 
Ireland the question of the prairie value uncultured and uncultivated soil at the 
would be very different to what time the letting was made. I will not 
it would be in England. If we trouble the House any further, and I 
went back to what was done | should not have spoken at all but for the 
by the tenants in Ireland it would | fact that the case of Adams v. Dun- 
be found that the land was actually re-!seath was mentioned, and I may say 
‘claimed from its wild and prairie state by | that the case is still sub judice, and is as 
the exertions, the labour, and the in-' far from a solution as ever it was. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn | have to consider them together. He will 


Regis): We have been told in this debate 
that common sense is the most injurious 
quality a man can possess, and that no 
soil possesses any inherent capabilities. I 
rise mainly because I am anxious to 


defend the Chancellor of the Exchequer, | 


in his regrettable absence, against the 
attack of the hon. Member for St. Albans, 
who has complained that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer proposed a clause in the 
original Act, and is not here to prevent 
its extrusion by the Government of 
which he isa member. Does the hon. 
Member forget the difference between 
being in opposition and being in power? 
I think the hon. Member for St. Albans 
should remember that when a distin- 
guished Member of this House is in 
Opposition he acts in accordance with his 
conscience and knowledge, and votes 
against nefarious schemes like the Finance 
Act of 1884, but when he comes into 
office his conscience is changed and “as 
bees on flowers alighting cease to hum,” 
so on going into office Chancellors of the 
Exchequer are dumb. That is the ex- 
planation. The right hon. and learned 
Serjeant opposite spoke of this Amend- 
ment as if it proposed to insert something 
in the Bill. That, I assert, isa wrong way 
of putting it. The proposal of the Go- 
vernment is to leave something out. 
Let us remember that this Bill and the 
existing Act are one, and must be read 
one with the other, and everything that is 
done is subject to the provisions of both. 
If you repealed the existing law, and 
were starting anew, I think it would be 
arguable whether these words should be 
inserted, but the proposal apparently now 
is that we should leave out these words, 
while at the same time we _ keep 
them in, because we keep them in for 
reference but leave them out for legis- 
lative effect. Now, what is the result ? 
The President of the Board of Trade told 
us that every arbitrator must have in 
mind the principle embodied in this 
Amendment—namely, that whatever is 
derived from the inherent capabilities of 
the soil should not be subject to com- 
pensation. He said that that principle 
must necessarily be in the mind of the 
arbitrator, whether we put in these words 
or not, but when an arbitrator comes to 
these two Acts, and the other nine Acts 
to which I will not now refer, he will 


‘find in the first Act that he is directed 
not to take into account such part of the 
improvement made by the tenant as is. 
| justly due to the inherent capabilities of 
the soil, but he will also find that in the 
latest Act the Government, of malice 
prepense, have acvisedly struck out these 
words, and he will take that as an overt 
direction to himself that he is no longer 
to proceed on the old Act but on the new, 
If you repealed the first Act it would be 
the cleaner way of doing it. Why not 
repeal all the nine Acts, and then set 
forth what you mean in a new Act? But, 
for reasons which we all know, the Govern- 
ment will not undertake that. Instead, 
the Government are legislating by allu- 
sion. They are superimposing the present 
dill on the old Act, and are saying to the 
arbitrator, “We told you in 1883 that 
when you came to your arbitration you 
must not take into account in awarding 
compensation such part of the improve- 
ment made by the tenant as was justly 
due to the inherent capab‘lities of the 
soil. Now,in the Act of 1900 we leave 
out in the most marked manner the clause 
giving that particular direction.” Would 
not any arbitrator, any man of common 
sense, even any lawyer, say at once, “Oh, 
I understand what is meant. In 1883 I 
was told to take into account the inherent 
capabilities of the soil, but in 1900 T have 
not got to do anything of the kind.” It 
is as plain as a pikestaff. One other 
point. In the list of improvements in 
the schedule there are very few indeed to. 
which this clause would apply. It would 
not apply to the putting up or taking 
down of fences or the erection or enlarge- 
ment of buildings, and I do not think it 
would apply to “warping or weiring of 
land,” a eryptogram which J hope in due 
course will be explained. If hon. Gentle- 
men will go through the list, they will 
find very few improvements in which the 
inherent capabilities of the soil are in- 
volved at all. That being so, the prin- 
ciple is not a very iarge one. It is un- 
doubtedly a just one, and was recognised 
as such by that great and most eminent. 
professor of justice the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in 1883, though I am perfectly 
certain that, if by the merest accident: 
the right hon. Gentleman were not away 
at the present moment, although he was 
here most of the afternoon, he would not 
now defend it. I do not know why he 
has changed his opinion. Jt is true that 
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he has sold his land, though that may 
not have altered his principles. At any 
rate, he is not here to defend the aban- 
donment of a principle he maintained in 
1883, and which with great ditticulty he 
embodied in the Act of that year. When 
such a course is proposed, it demands 
adequate justification, and no such 
justification has been yet given. We 
have been told that the arbitrator will 
bear the principle in mind, but I have 
endeavoured to show that he will take 
the omission ot these words as a direction 
that he is not to have the regard for them 
which he was required to have by the 
Act of 1883. Consequently, in my opinion 
no case whatever has been made out for 
the omission. 


Captain) PRETYMAN (Suffolk, 
Woodbridge): I only desire to say a few 
words in order to bring the discussion 
back to a practical issue. After all, the 
question we have to decide is whether it 
is really necessary, for the protection of 
landlords against unjust claims, that these 
words should remain as they were in the 
Act of 1883. I have listened very care- 
fully to this debate, and the one con- 
sideration which inclined me to support 
this Amendment was the line taken by 
hon. Members opposite, who seemed to 
hope that the omission of these words 
would enable an entire change to take 
place. One hon. Member even stated 
that the whole value of the Bill would be 
destroyed if the words were inserted, and 
evidently a great deal of importance is 
attached to them. However, we have 
the assurance of my right hon. friend in 
charge of the Bill that he has no such 
intention as is evidently entertained 
by hon. Members opposite, but I do 
not think that we can _ attach 
very much importance to that, because 
after all it is not intentions, but words 
and the interpretation of words, we have 
to consider. When we come to the par- 
ticular point as to what the landlords 
risk by leaving out these words, it will be 
seen that the risk is limited to the first 
schedule of the Bill. In the case men- 
tioned by my hon. friend of ploughing up 
a field to convert it into wheat land, there 
would be no claim for compensation under 
this Bill in respect to that particular 
matter, and as regards the other case 
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of the diverting of a river, that is 
not in the schedule at all, or, if it is 
in the schedule, it would come under 
“ watercourses,” where the consent of the 
landlord would be required, and he would 
therefore be able to protect himself. The 
possibility of injury to the landlord is 
confined to the third part of the first 
schedule, but I think where a tenant cul- 
tivates land as a mere matter of cultiva- 
tion he is entitled to any improvement 
which he may hand on to the landlord. 
After all, that is the foundation of the 
Bill. If the cultivator improves the land- 
lord’s property he is t> be entitled to the 
valueof that improvement, which the land- 
lord is able to charge the next tenant for. 
Therefore I do not think that taking out 
these words is likely to injure the land- 
lords. Then is there any advantage in 
taking them out? I think there is. I do 
not think that their being in really affects 
the matter of compensation one way 
or the other, but, as was so ably 
pointed out by the hon. and 
learned Member for Haddingtonshire, 
they would really confuse the mind of 
the valuer. I cannot imagine anything 
more difficult than two valuers, one 
taking into account these words and the 
other not considering them, endeavouring 
to arrive at the value of a farm. One 
may argue that all the improvements are 
due to the inherent capabilities of the 
soil, and the other may argue, not I think 
very forcibly, that they are all due to the 
farmer. Therefore you get great con- 
fusion in practice ; and, after all, the advan- 
tage of keeping these words in is not 
great. Speaking from a practical stand- 
point, I think on the whole that it is 
desirable that they should be omitted. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: I congratulate 
my hon. friend on having brought back 
the discussion to amore serious vein. We 
have heard a lesson in political economy 
from the hon. and learned Member for 
Haddingtonshire in his character as a 
man of common sense, and we also 
listened to the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman describing the celebrated case 
of Adams v. Dunseath, and though we 
might unbend in the gravity of our dis- 
cussions a little, I think it is important 
that we should make it clear that this 
Amendment has a serious side, and that 
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it was not moved for the purpose of point- 
ing out any supposed inconsistency on the 
part of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
or of dwelling on those other more 
humorous sides developed in the course | 
of the debate. It appears to us to contain | 
a principle of importance, and I confess | 
that it is my opinion that the Amend- 

ment is one which ought to be included in 

the Bill. It cannot be shown that any | 
harm will result from it, and it could not | 
confuse the mind of an arbitrator who | 
was capable of understanding the words | 
of the Amendment, which have a very | 
plain meaning to a man of common sense. | 
The President of the Board of Agriculture | 
brought forward a long catalogue of cases | 
which this clause would affect, but he did 
not produce one solitary atom of evidence 
that it had ever produced the smallest 
evil in the past. When you come to the | 
other side of the question, it is remark- 
able that its omission has been accepted 
by hon. Members opposite as making a | 
great change. One hon. Member went | 
so far as to say that the Amendment | 
would knock the heart out of the Bill if 
it were accepted, and several hon. Mem- 
bers have been at pains to argue that it 
ought not to be accepted, but I cannot 
understand why these words should not 
be put into the Bill to carry out the 
intention which the Government admit 
they have. I cannot believe it is safe to 
leave words out now which have been in 
the Act up to the present. Would any 
arbitrator understand that the deliberate 
omission of these words meant nothing 
whatever? What kind of an arbitrator 
would he have to be? According to the 
(rovernment he would have to be a person 
not able to understand very plain words, 
or not even able to attach any importance 
to the deliberate omission of important 
words. In fact, the Government are 
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relying on the natural incapacity 
of the arbitrator. The safest course 
is to accept the Amendment. I[t can- 


not do any harm, and may be very 
important. If the Government have some 


verbal criticisms, which prevent them 
from approving this particular form 


of words, let the words be put in 
now, and they can be amended in| 
another place. It is most unsafe to | 
leave out words which have been in an | 
Act of Parliament for several years, and | 
which every arbitrator is familiar with, in 
order to start arbitrators on a new course 
of procedure. Let us retain the words, 


Lord Hugh Cecil 
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and we may rely on it that the arbi- 
trators will understand them in the 
future as they kave understood them in 
the past. 


*Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) said 
it appeared to him that the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn, in the references 
which he had made to the Chancellor, 
of the Exchequer, had forgotten that 
when the Act of 1883 was introduced, 
the existing Act, that of 1875, provideda 
method of compensation by taking the 
outlay as a starting point, and then de- 


| ducting so much for each year that had 


elapsed since the outlay. Then the Act. 


| of 1883 introduced for the first time the 


principle of giving as compensation to 


the outgoing tenant what the improve- 


ment was fairly worth to the incoming 
tenant. On that change there was a 
good deal of apprehension lest more 
should be given than was justly due to 
the efforts of the tenant, and the present 
First Lord of the Treasury proposed to 
meet the danger by saying in no case: 
should the compensation exceed the out- 
lay. ‘That was objected to, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer proposed to 
get over the difficulty by introducing 
the words which were the subject of the 
present discussion. But since those words 
were inserted in the Act of 1883 they had 
had a mass of evidence from valuers and’ 


_agriculturists against their retention, and 


had also witnessed the subtle and 
expensive controversy in the case of 
Adams v. Dunseath. They were not,. 
therefore, now in the same _ position 
as in 1883. For his own part, he 
saw nothing inconsistent in the right 
hon. Baronet proposing those words at 
that date and being quite willing to 
assent to the course now proposed by the 
Board of Agriculture on the advice of 
their skilled advisers and after the experi- 
ence of the intervening years. The words 
in question were from the outset regarded 
with misgiving. They were dangerous: 
because on the one hand they might 
mean nothing but what every arbitrator 
would see for himself if he applied his 
mind to decide what was the fair value 
to the incoming tenant, who, if the 


‘improvement had not been made, would 


have received the land with its 
inherent capabilities ; but, on the other,, 
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they might gravely embarrass a sensi- | aspectpresented by the House of Commons: 
tive and cautious arbitrator who felt in discussing a very grave and serious 
it difficult to consider anything as an! matter of this kind has not been such as. 
improvement to which the inherent capa- | agriculturists will regard with favour. 
bilities of the soil had not responded.|This Bill may be called the: 
He should support the Government in| charter of the tenant farmers, and I 
declining to accept the Amendment. 'can assure my noble friend that 
| there is no proposal that will be looked 

| upon with greater suspicion than the pro-- 

Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS: I hope} posal to revive words which have been: 
that the President of the Board of Agricul- | looked upon with the greatest aversion.. 
turewill adhere to theattitudehe has taken | The confusion which has attended the- 
up as regards this matter. Hon. Members| attempts of lawyers to explain these 
who have spoken have forgotten that | words is, in my opinion, a most con- 
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public opinion has developed enormously 
since the time compensation was first given 


for tenants’ improvements. 


familiar with the fact that these pro- 


We are now 


visions have worked without any injury | 


to the landlords’ interests, 


protection of the tenants’ interests. ; 
haps I may be permitted to say that the | 186. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Butcher, John George 

Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Finch, George H. 

Gedge, Sydney 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Junbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James | 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H_ | 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derby.) | 

Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 

Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r. ) 

Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 








and for the 
Per- | 


AYES. 


Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Lecky,Rt. Hon. WilliamE. H. 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Malcolm, Ian 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Nicholson, William Giaham 


NOES. 


Charrington, Spencer 


| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 


Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 


| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, Sir Hor. D. (Chatham | 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Emmott, Alfred 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr.. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fenwick, Charles 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Rbt. Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph. 
Flower, Ernest 


vincing reason why this House should not. 
have any more to do with them. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 24 ; Noes,. 
(Division List No. 204.) 


Pilkington, R.(Lanes, Newton); 
Pym, C. Guy 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Sidebottom, Harrop(Stalybr. 
Sidebottom, William (Derbysh 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Charles Welby andi 
Earl Perey. 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon: 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Griffith, Ellis, J. 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gurdon,Sir WilliamBrampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thos. Charles H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 
Hornby, Sir William H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, R. P. 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Williany 
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Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
iLawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Acecringion 
Lewis, John Herbert 
iLlewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
* Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowles, John 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macilona, John Cumming 
Maclure, Sir J. William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Killop, James 
M‘Leod, John 
“Maddison, Fred. 
‘Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Moore. William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
‘Morgan, J. Lloyd: Carmarthen 
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Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Mantz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHoAGraham(Bute 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Malley, Willian 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,S’rGeoA(LanesS W 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
found, James 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel,J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H (Renfrew) 
Sinelair,Capt. John (Forfarsh. 
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Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thornton, Perey 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde Lieut.-Col.C.E. (Kent 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L, 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Williams,JosephPowell-(Birm 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N, 
W oodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hudd’rs’d 
Woods, Samuel 

Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Young,Commaniler (Berks, E. 
Yonnger, William 





Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 


Mount, William George Smith,Hon. W. 


Mr. HALDANE said he moved the 
Amendment standing in his name with a 
strong sense that the Government, in 
inserting Sub-section 4, Clause 1, had 
made a really honest attempt to meet a 
difficulty. But it seemed to him that 
while it would meet the difficulty in 
some fashion, it ran counter to the prin- 
ciple of the Bill, which was the abolition 
of all penal clauses. The sub-section, as 
it left the Grand Committee, was as 
follows— 


“Tn the ascertainment of the amount of the 
compensation payable to a tenant in respect 
of manures as detined by this Act, there shall 
be taken into account the value of the manure 
required by the contract of tenancy or by 
-custom to be returned to the holding in respect 
of any crops sold off or removed from the 
holding within the last two years of the 
tenancy or other time for which the 


tenancy has endured.” 


less 


Now, that left it open to the landlord 
who desired to prevent the sale of way- 
going crops—a thing which the tenant 
had a perfect right to do—to defeat that 
right by putting in a stipulation that the 
tenant should not be entitled to sell his 
condition 
1,000 

the 


way-going crops except on 
of putting on the 
tons of 


land, say, 


manure. Accordingly, 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks. ) 

F. D. (Strand) 


(Christchurch) 


Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


result would be that the  tenant’s 
claim for compensation in respect of 
unexhausted manures would be wiped 
out, contrary to the intention of the Bill. 
He quite admitted that the Government 
had a good motive in bringing in that 
sub-section. As the law stood under the 
old Act the tenant had to submit to a 
deduction, which was assessed on a prin- 
ciple which, however fair to the tenant, 
was purely hypothetical, and gave no 
guidance to the arbitrator. In substance 
the tenant was entitled to compensation 
for unexhausted manures, but subject to 
the deduction of an amount’ which 
the arbitrator might think would be 
equivalent to the consumption on the 
holding of the way-going crops in the 
ordinary course of good husbandry. The 
objection to the Act of 1883 was that it 
put on the arbitrator the burden of 
making his calculations on a hypothetical 
basis of fact. The Government, wishing 
to get rid of that ditticulty, put in 
this clause to make it a _ matter 
of bargain; but the draftsman over- 


looked the fact that the effect of so doing 
was to penalise the tenant who sold his 
way-going crops. He confessed that, hav- 
ing meditated over this subject a good 
deal, he could not think the Government 
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roposal was satisfactory. He recognised | Question proposed, “That the words 
the difficulty of the old clause; but he | ‘required by’ stand part of the Bill.” 
also saw very clearly the difficulty of the 
new clause inserted in Grand Committee. 
The arbitrator was to ascertain the; *Mr. LONG: The description which the 
manurial value of the way-going crops. | hon. and learned Gentleman has given of 
He objected to the introduction into the the history of the Amendment is quite 
English language of such a phrase as/ socurate. The difficulties which arose 
“manurial value.” It seemed to him that | ‘actical difficult When th 
the calculation of manurial value involved | WT Practical ditheu ties. —— 
a problem to the arbitrator as great a3 a | Act of 1883 was passed it was no doubt 
calculation on a hypothetical basis of fact. | the general practice for tenants to 
Probably the least evil would be to go|enter into an agreement which pre- 
back to the policy of the old Act. If his | cluded them altogether from selling off 
Amendment were accepted, Sub-section 4 | their way-going crops. There are now three 


of Clause 1 would read as follows— different. positions in regard to this 
“In the ascertainment of the amount of the | matter. Under the first the tenant is 
compensation —— sd S — = ane _ absolutely prohibited from the sale of the 
é S y Ss , ep sha . ‘ . 
don iabeonceass fi foes woh of the amit | Way - growing crops. Second, he is 
that would have been produced by the con- | allowed to sell, subject to the replacement 
sumption on the holding according to the rules of manures of equivalent value; and 
of — - Boe feo — = ‘third, he is given a free hand. If the 
ec olding with 2 las y ’ i 
poset tag we st, oF oth er less time for | 200. and learned Gentleman’s Amend- 
which the tenancy has endured, except in so Ment were adopted a fresh difficulty 
far as a proper return of manure to the holding would arise ; because if the tenant exer- 
has been made in respect of such produce so | cised his undoubted right to sell, yet the 
sold off or removed. fact that he had sold would have to be 
considered in adjudicating his claim for 
He hesitated to assert that that repre-| compensation, and therefore he would 
sented the “ good common sense ” deside- | he penalised by the adoption of these 
rated by the noble Member for Greenwich ; | words as they stand. The words adopted 
but it was common sense, and just what a | hy the Government in endeavouring to 
good arbitrator would do. He was sure' meet the three different cases are un- 
it was the best basis on which they could questionably open to the construction 
work, and he could not help thinking that | which the hon. and learned Gentleman 
if the Government were to consider the has placed upon them. Undoubtedly the 
matter a little longer they would agree to | hon. and learned Gentleman is right in 
it. He would, however, be perfectly | saying that one of the main objects which 
content if the right hon. Gentleman would | the Government had before them was to 
undertake, before the Bill came up in! get rid of the penal clauses; and by 
another place, to devise some words which | Clause 6 of this Bill the penal clauses are 
would restore the sounder basis of the old | practically got rid of, with, of course, 
state of the law, with such additions as! certain limitations. It certainly is true 
would get rid of the puzzling calculations | that under Sub-section 4 of this clause, as 
the arbitrator had at present to make. 'it left the Grand Committee, something 
of the form of a penal clause would be 
| introduced, that is where the contract be- 
tween landlord and tenant demands that 
“In page 1, line 23, to leave out the words where the tenant sells off his way-going 
from the word ‘manure’ to the word | crops he must puton manures in proportion 
‘endured,’ inclusive, in line 27, and insert to what he sells. It seems to me,as appears 
oe words, ‘ _ ghey — — ener 08 by to the hon. and learned Gentleman, that it 
e con y n 1 101ldIng 4 raing to” ; ead ° 
the salan of aeed ‘sashes y of ay aon sold | 18 extremely difficult cay avoid _— of the 
off and removed from the heiding within the Many difficulties that arise on this sub- 
last two years of the tenancy, or other less | section. Our object in amending this 
ont hyd sat the agin has a | sub-section was to give to the tenant the 
xce in so lar as @ proper return of manure | ,-: eee A : ant? ; 
to the holding has Sear nds in vue a |right to which he is justly entitled, in 
| whatever category of contract he comes, 


such produce so sold off or removed.’ ”—(Mr. | : ye 4 
Haldane.) | and to give to the landlord his just right 


VOL. LXXXV. [FourtH Srries.] i 3 


Amendment proposed— 
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also, but at the same time not to make it | a grasping landlord would put in an unfair 
possible for the landlord to make use | 
of a system of penal clauses which by | 


another part of the Bill is abolished. 
It must be remembered that this sub- 
section applies only to the last two years 
of the tenancy, and during these years it 
has always been held that the landlord is 
entitled to have a tighter hold over the 
tenancy, as to the methods of cultivation, 
than is necessary during the preceding 
period. At the same time, it is not the 
desire of the Government that this should 
enable the re-enactment of the penal 
clauses. I gladly adopt the suggestion of 
the hon. and learned Gentleman that if I 
find it possible to devise words which, 
while without in any way diminishing the 
value of what we believe would be the 
result of this sub-section, would prevent 
a revival of the old penal clause system, 
I shall be very glad on the part of the 
Government to adopt them. 


Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
ton): No one who has heard the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman can fail to 
feel that there is a most genuine desire on 
his part to meet the difficulty so very 
skilfully pointed out by my hon. and 
learned friend. The object is to give to 
the landlord his just right of not having 
the condition of the land let down during 
the last two years of she tenancy by 
selling off the way-going crops, and yet to 
leave the maximum of liberty in the 
hands of the tenant. Might I suggest to 
the right hon. Gentleman that the evil is 
introduced by the words “ contract of 
tenancy”? It is not intended that, by 
any language in the contract of tenancy, 
we should get rid of those relations he- 
tween landlord and tenant which are good 
for good husbandry. Might it not meet 
the difficulty if these words “contract of 
tenancy” were left out, and the clause 
made to read something in this way: “Shall 
be taken into account the value of the 
manure required by custom, or the re- 
quirements of good husbandry, to be 
returned to the holding i in respect of any 
crop” ? This would prevent the amount of 
manure which had to be put in during the 
last two years from being altered by any 
unreasonable requirements inserted in the 
contract of tenancy. I am_ perfectly 
satisfied that the object of the Govern- 


ment would not depend upon the fact that 


Mr, Long. 


clause. The desire in all these restrictions 
on the tenant should only be to treat the 
landlord fairly. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS said he 
desired to accentuate the advice which 
had been so well expressed by his hon. 
friend on the opposite side of the House. 
The House would, no doubt, be aware 
that very great interest in this sub- 
ject existed in Scotland, and that the 
Scottish Board of Agriculture had care- 
fully considered the question, and con- 
sidered that a change was desirable. The 
crux of the whole question was in the 
words “contract of tenancy.” He made 
these remarks because he did not think 
that Scotch farming was quite under- 
stood in this country. The tenants did 
not exercise proper control over the terms 
of the lease, and it was because the 
tenants were not in the habit of exer- 
cising that control that a Bill of this kind 
was necessary. If the tenants were ina 
position to exercise that control this Bill 
ought not to be brought in, because it 
was an interference between the landlord 
and tenant in freedom of contract ; but it 
was because freedom of contract was not 
possessed by the tenant, and because his 
interests were such as ought to be con- 
served, not only from the tenant’s point 
of view, but from the national point of 
view, that the Amendment should be con- 
sidered and incorporated in the law of 
the land. Under the possibilities of the 
present system of “contracts of tenancy” 
there was serious reason to believe that the 
compensation given by this Bill might 
not find its way into the pockets of 
tenants. The President of the Board of 
Agriculture no doubt was desirous to 
give effect to that which this Bill pro- 
fessed to do in this matter, and there- 
fore, on behalf of Scottish agriculture, he 
wished to support the Amendment. 


Mr. HALDANE said, in consequence 
of the very <p oar explanation given 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture, he 
should not trouble the House by going to 
a division, and therefore begged leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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*Mr. CHANNING said the words which | 
he proposed to move by his first Amend- 
ment he understood were not acceptable 
to the Scottish Chamber of Agriculture, 
and therefore he did not propose to move | 
that Amendment. He proposed to move | 
the second Amendment, the words of 
which followed line 27. The words that | 
he proposed to move would form a con- | 
tinuation or an addition to the clause as | 
it stood, and they had the warm apprecia- | 
tion of the Central Chamber of Agri- | 
culture and other agricultural bodies. It | 
appeared to him there was very good | 
reason for these words being added, but as | 
he had not had the advantage of being | 
present when the right hon. Gentleman | 
the President of the Board of Agriculture | 
had replied to the argument advanced by | 
the hon. Member for Haddingtonshire, | 
he was not quite sure whether any | 
explanation had been made which would | 
cover thespecial point raised by his Amend- | 
ment. His Amendment sought to re-insert 
the words which now stood in the original | 
Sub-clause 6 of the English Agricultural 
Act of 1883, whichsecured tothe tenant the | 
right to be compensated for any manure 
which had been returned to the holding 
during his tenancy. It seemed to him 
that that point should be covered in a Bill 
of this description, because unless it was 
covered the clause as it at present stood 
might operate very unjustly to tenants of | 
agricultural holdings in the immediate | 
neighbourhood of large towns, where to all 
intents and purposes freedom of cultiva- | 
tion and sale of produce ought to be, as | 
was in practice, given to the tenants of | 
the holdings. 


Agricultural 





The practice in many of | 
these cases was to let out farms without | 
any contracts at all. As the clause stood 
upon the Paper undoubtedly those con- 
tracts of agreement introduced in the | 
lease of land in the neighbourhood of | 
towns might operate a great injustice to | 
those producing vegetables from their | 
lands and making, as they might easily 
be able to make, ample manurial returns | 
to the land. The words that he proposed | 
to move had been strongly desired by the | 
Chamber of Agriculture to be re-inserted 
in the clause. He was bound to say, from 
the consideration that he had given | 


{10 JuLy 1900}. 


| Was 


| effect which was intended. 
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great question than any that they had 
had before. All he desired to do was to 
strengthen the Bill which had been intro- 
duced. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 27, after the word ‘endured,’ 
to insert the words ‘except so far as a proper 
return of manure to the holding has been made 
in respect of such produce so sold off or re- 
moved, or security has been offered or given by 
the tenant that such proper and adequate 
return of manure to the holding will be made 
at the proper season.’ ”—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAy, Inverness Burghs) hoped 
that the hon. Gentleman would not press 
the Amendment. The ground which he 


| was desirous of covering had been already 


dealt with by what had been said by the 


right hon. Gentleman the President of the 


Board of Agriculture ; besides which, he 
not at all sure that if the 
words which the hon. Gentleman pro- 
posed were inserted they would have the 
Of course, 
all the manure which had been returned 
to the land would be deducted, and there- 
fore he hoped that the Amendment would 
not be pressed. 


*Mr. CHANNING: His only object 
was to secure that that right should be 
given to the tenant. After the explana- 
tion which had been given by the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman, he begged 
leave to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. CHANNING said that the Amend- 
ment he now proposed to move raised a 
wholly different point. This was a sub- 
section which he had hoped to move in 
somewhat different terms, upon the 
suggestion of the right hon. Baronet the 





during the last few weeks to the immense | Member for Wigtownshire, who had 
amount of letters that he had received | advised that the clause should be drawn 
upon this particular question, that|in the form of the clause which was 
the Bill was nearer a settlement of this} passed in the Scottish Act of 1877, the 
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Damage by Game Act of Scotland. | 
That Act gave the tenant the right to 
claim compensation for the amount of 
damage by game in excess of the amount | 
agreed upon between the landlord and | 
the tenant in the contract of tenure ; or 
where there was no agreement it pro- | 
vided that a certain specified sum should 
be paid in respect to the holding, and all 
damage that was proved to be done to) 
the crops of the tenant by all kinds of 
game in excess of such amount should be 
allowed to the tenant. What is suggested | 
here is that the tenant should be allowed 
during the last year of his tenure to claim 
and have such claim as was equitable and 
justifiable in the eye of the law allowed 
for all damage done by game to his crops. 
It was clearly desirable that this, like | 
any other analogous claim, should be 
brought within the scope of the. 
arbitration, and dealt with frankly 
and fairly for what it was worth at 
the time the arbitration was going on. 
They wanted to arrive at the most fair 
and amicable settlement between the 
parties as quickly as possible, and if the | 
tenant could claim that damage had been 
done to his crops by game, it was desir- | 
able that that subject should be brought | 
within the arbitration. The damage 
caused by game of all kinds was very 
considerable, and any claim for such 
damage ought to be fairly and fully dealt 
with. Those who had followed the course 
of events knew that just so far as} 
depression had lowered agricultural rents 
there had been a corresponding extension | 
of sporting tenancies, and an enormous 
head of game was often kept, and the 
sporting tenants were in some cases men 
who showed too little consideration for 
the farmers. From this there had resulted 
friction and loss to the farmers, which 
ought to be taken into consideration. 
There had been a certain number of cases 
brought to the attention of public men 
from time to time. There was an in- | 
teresting case in South Oxfordshire, 
where there was an estate where the 
tenants wished to exercise their rights, | 
and where there was an over-preservation 
of game. When the tenants wished to 
have their rights under the Ground Games 
Act they received notice to quit from | 
the landlord. Other very similar cases 
had been reported, and this very serious 
grievance had been urgently pressed by 
many witnesses upon the attention of the 
Agricultural Commission during their 


Mr. Channing. 


‘ {COMMONS} 


‘had no sort of control whatever. 


they 
| which the House of Commons had to 


|In certain 


Holdings Bill. 


sittings. The suggestion which he made 
was on the same principle and upon the 
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| same lines as the Act which was passed 


in 1877 for Scotland. It was couched 
in the most reasonable form, and if a 


| settlement was to be arrived at in matters 


of this kind it could not be arrived at by 


a better method than by bringing those 


matters promptly and simply before the 
arbitrator who was to settle mutual claims 
between landlord and tenant. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 27, after the word ‘en- 
dured,’ to insert as anew sub-section the words, 
*(5) There shall be taken into account in aug- 
mentation of the tenant’s compensation any 
sum which may be found by arbitration under 
this Act to be due to the tenant in respect of 
damage to crops by winged or ground game or 


| deer during the last year of the tenancy.’” 


—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG said that the Amendment 


/moved by the hon. Member proposed to 


give the tenants a claim for compensation 
for damage done by game which he could 


assert against the landlord. and so far 


they were on solid ground, but the hon. 
Gentleman assumed that the landlord was 


|the person responsible for any damage 
| done by game, and upon his shoulders it 
| was proposed to throw the liability for 


damage caused by game over which he 
It was 


extremely unfair to him. Take the case 


of a small landlord who had no game. His 


tenants were to have a claim for damage 


done by game belonging to some large 


landowner in the immediate neighbour- 
hood which came over and damaged his 
crops. He admitted that there were 
these scandals with regard to game, and 
were one of the _ difficulties 


meet in dealing with this question. 
cases there no doubt was 
an over-preservation of game, and in 
certain cases there was damage done by 
winged game, but the greatest damage 
which was done was done by the 
rabbits, and as a rule the tenant had no 
difficulty in getting compensation for the 
damage which the rabbits had done. With 
winged game it was a different thing 
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altogether. There might be damage, but | the Amendment would be well advised if 
if there were he was of opinion that the | he withdre w it, and if the object which 
liability for compensation should not rest | he had in view was desirable he should 
upon the owner of the land, but the | re-draft his Amendment. As he under- 
owner of the game. stood, the hon. Gentleman was desirous of 
| placing upon the landlord the responsi- 
| bility for the damage done to the crops 
*Mr. WASON (Clackmannan and Kin- | by deer, winged and other game of various 
ross) wished to enter a protest against | sorts, and that was upon the assumption 
the way in which this Amendment had | pO rae ie — — 
been resisted. Any person who had ved | on desaies Uee Waa ne security that the 
in the south-west of Scotland, with which | jandiord’s game would be held responsible 
he was intimately acquainted, knew per- | for the damage done. A few years ago 
fectly well that the way in which to keep | there was a suggestion made by an hon. 
grouse on the moorland was by improving | Member of this House that all food 
the moorland and taking a crop of oats pia from —— —— be ae 
off it, which prevented the grouse leaving | ee, ee ee ee ee 


il 'had been produced. That proposal was 
the moorland and committing depreda- | not taken seriously in the House, because 


tions on the lowland agricultural farms. | jt was conceded that it would be a diffi- 
What the tenant farmerdid complain of was | cult thing to label every strawberry that 
not so much of grouse, still less of par-| came from France or the Netherlands. 
tridges, but the enormous over -preser- | But if that was difficult to do, it was more 
vation of pheasants, which damaged the | difficult, in his opinion, to label every 
crops to a large extent, and for which, | winged bird in the country, and he did 
in his opinion, the landlord or his shooting not suppose that his hon. friend would 
tenant ought to pay compensation. The | obtain the object which he had in 
shooting rents had gone up, whilst agricul- | view by the Amendment, as it was im- 
tural rents had gone down. When the 12th | possible to put the responsibility upon 
of August approached people went mad | the proper shoulders. This Amendment 
to see how many grouse they could | would make the landlord responsible for 
shoot. He was as fond of sport as any-| devastation done to crops, not by the 
one, but he thought it was carried to | game of the landlord at all, but by the 
excess ; and wealthy South Africans or | game of an adjoining landowner who had 
Americans did little good to the com-| over-preserved. He did not think those 
munity by the over-preservation of game, | who proposed to support the Amendment 
and giving employment for a few months | seriously intended that the burden should 
during the shooting season to a few men. | be placed upon the wrong shoulders for 
The principle should be adopted of giving | the damage done by other people’s game. 
the tenant farmer the absolute right to | 

all game found upon the land. It that | 

were done there would be more sport,| *Caprain PRETYMAN said that the 
better sport, and more game in the} tenant had under the Ground Game 
country than at present. The sporting | Act an inalienable right to the rabbits, 
tenant and the tenant farmer used to be | and therefore the effect of the Amend- 
absolutely and entirely distinct, but he | ment would be that the tenant would be 
was glad to say he now knew of many | compensated by his landlord for damage 
tenant farmers who had the shooting on | done to his crops by his own rabbits. 
their farms for which they were willing | 


to pay, and he ventured to think that | 


better shooting and better sport was| Mr. BUCHANAN hoped that his hon. 
never found in the country than when | friend would adhere to his Amendment 


- Pong oe had = sa _ | as it stood, because looking at the matter 
e winged game as he had to the}; andl Ye 2 i 
reised gums sh the peenint thine, | in a broad light, the tenant who went be 


| fore a Court for compensation for damage 
| done to his crops had a right to claim for 
Mr. HEDDERWICK ventured to | damage done by game of any sort. The 


suggest that his hon. friend the mover of | Amendment limited the claim for damage 
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‘done by game to the last year of the 
‘tenancy, which was a very considerable 
limitation. Everyone knew that deer did 
.a very great deal of damage to growing 
-erops of the tenants of Scotland, and he 
ventured to think that this was an 
Amendment that ought to find a place in 
‘the Bill. 


Agricultural 


*Mr. MOULTON : I seriously hope that 
‘this Amendment will not be persisted in, 
for a more ridiculous suggestion could not 
be made. Just consider. We all of us feel 
that it is a very hard thing for a tenant 
farmer that his crops should be destroyed 
-because his neighbours will not keep their 
birds and rabbits and other game to 
‘themselves, and ary attempt to remedy 
that injustice I shall certainly support. 


But consider what this proposition 
means. The proposition is that in 
the last year of the tenancy the 


tenant can make his landlord pay for 
damage done by his neighbour’s game. The 
greater part of the damage is done by 
game which the tenant has a right to shoot 
down and ought to shoot down, and the 
remainder is done by game which is pre- 
served by somebody, but the landlord may 
have nothing to do with it. I can under- 
stand some men feeling so indignant at 
the tenant farmer being compelled to 
suffer from damage done by game as 
to come to the conclusion that the 
landlord should compensate him, and 
seek his remedy against the neighbours 
who are guilty of preserving the game. 
But if you are going to introduce a 
system of that kind, why confine it to 
the last year of the tenancy? Why 
not make it perpetual? There is no 
reasonable ground for saying that in 
the last year of the tenancy the land- 
lord shall compensate the tenant for 
damage he has no connection with. Do 
not let us try to get from the Govern- 
ment consideration for Amendments like 
this. They can have no other meaning 
than a protest against the game laws. 
This session to-night is a practical one. 
We are trying to make the best of the 
Bill, but do not let us press to a division 
an Amendment which we do not feel is 
worthy of being put upon the English 
Statute Book. 


Mr. Buchanan, 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) sup- 
ported the Amendment, and said that in 
the vicinity of the deer forests of Scot- 
land the deer got into the crops of the 
tenant farmers and of the crofters and did 
an enormous amount of damage. If the 
crofters had the power to shoot the deer 
he could understand the principle of their 
not asking for compensation, but since 
they were debarred from the power of 
shooting the brutes, why should not the 
owner of the deer pay a fair compensa- 
tion for the damage that the deer had 
done? He had heard it said that the 
tenants should put up fences in order to 
keep the game out, but in the case of 
deer they would require to put up fences 
of seven or eight feet high ; and if that 
were done, why should not the landlord 
pay for the fences ? He was sorry to have 
to refer again to the want of knowledge 
possessed by the right hon. Gentleman 
who was in charge of the Bill. 
great pity that he ventured to deal with 
subjects of which he had little or no 
knowledge. Why did not the hon, 
Gentleman make it his business to know 
that this Act applied to Scotland as well 
as England? The destruction caused by 
deer was simply enormous, and was it to 
be said that before a man could claim 
compensation he was to find out who was 
the owner of the deer? It was the busi 
ness of the owner of the ground upon 
which the deer were found to find that 
out. He should be made responsible to 
the tenant, or else the tenant should be 
given the power to shoot these brutes who 


| devastated their crops. 


Captain SINCLAIR  (Forfarshire) 
said a great deal of ridicule had been cast 
upon the Amendment, but no argument 
had been advanced and no objection had 
been raised to the principle involved. Any- 
thing more misleading than the remarks 
of the hon. Member for Launceston could 
hardly be imagined. The only objection 
which had been raised by every speaker 
against the Amendment was that the 
tenant would obtain compensation from 
his landlord for damage caused by the 
game of somebody else, from whom he 
could not claim compensation. In nine- 
teen cases out of twenty the objection 
was an artificial one, and in the twentieth 


It was a. 
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rf case the rights of the landlord were | deer forest, and if he did not the tenant 
perfectly safeguarded by the court of | farmer had a right to shoot all that came 
vad arbitration which would have to adjust | on his land, even in the face of the law, 
he the claims made under this Bill. The| to protect himself. These deer could. 
lid drafting of the Amendment might not be wander from the park into the cornfields 
he so good as it should be, still it embodied | and eat all the corn or other produce, and 
per the fair principle that those who had the | it was a great injustice to say that the 
oir sporting rights should pay for them. He | farmer should not kill them. He strongly 
‘ae supported the Amendment with great supported the Amendment. 
leasure 
of pleasure. 
he Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) pointed out 
sa- Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE | that a case arose in the county of Cork a 
ad thought that those who supported the | few weeks previously, in which a farmer 
he Amendment had not carefully considered | alleged that great depredations had been 
to § where it was likely to lead to. If the | committed on his land by rabbits, and 
of tenant was to be compensated for} that he was entitled to a very large 
2€8 damage done by game during the last | reduction in his rent in consequence, but 
lat year of the tenancy, why should he not because he could not prove that the 
rd be compensated for the hounds crossing ; rabbits came from a particular warren, 
‘ad his land and tearing down the fences | Which he alleged that they had come 
ge during the same period, and for damage | from, he did not get ro reduction which he 
an I done by rooks and pigeons and small | W@S legitimately entitled to. The small 
4. I birds which come out from the towns in | frmer had great difficulty in protecting 
th the autumn? What was to be the com-| his land from — pee ee of 
. 7 2 Ss "Vv ea oS to ¢ ar’ y oe 
Bea mesic See He decree cone by hate | Cie neigh bourhoed of bbe wumner 
me of the field, fowls of the air, and reptiles, [fertepeigen..ceray tragedies aptstsee 
from wherever they might come, and other | “ P : I re ai ; 
ell agencies? The landlord was to be| US of protecting them should be thrown 
by responsible for damage which he could | °" the landlord, and if the tenant could 
hae not control; why should not the tenant | PrOVe that the depredations were sei 
im be compensated for the damage done by | by the neglect of the landlord, he should 
es the ground game, which he could destroy be entitled to compensation. A con- 
S1 Pe lead 2 ’ | siderable number of Irish landlords made 
if he liked ? : : ? : 
on 'a large income from their rabbits which 
lat ‘caused these serious depredations, and 
to Mr. WEIR: What about deer ? /every reasonable precaution should be 
be taken by the landlords to keep their game 
ho ene compart, ym | in their enclosures. The onus should not 
Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE: The | he thrown on the farmer. He cordially 
tenant was to be compensated for damage | supported the Amendment. 
done by game not belonging to his landlord | 
fe and over which he had no control. There | fiat da ; ; 
st J was no knowing what this Amendment; D8. TANNER (Cork County, Mid) said 
nt would lead to, and he could not | that when a question with regard to game 
support it. | came up for discussion every person in the 


i. | House thought they were qualified to 





' sata m | speak upon it. He strongly objected 
Id Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) asked | I : ' : : Si : 
on ' cs : | to the supposed prior right of the land 
whether the onus of erecting an eight- | . 
er rere Tere, &".. | lord to the game which came on the 

( nce ar s é . Ae , 

he ‘oor fence around Ais fanc’ to protect It! jand of the tenant. Pheasants were bred 
ym trom the devastation of deer was to be | like hens, and when they got fat, hon. Gen- 
he placed upon the tenant. He thought it | tlemen went down from town and took a 
he was the duty of the landlord who owned | pleasureinshootingthemand called itsport. 
1e- ff the deer for his own pleasure to under-|'The tenant farmer was prevented from 
on take such an expense as that. It wasthe| having a “go” at the game, simply 
th duty of the landlord to enclose the farm | because he was a tenant farmer and not 


or keep the deer within the bounds of the | an aristocrat. They did these things 
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somewhat better in Ireland, as there they 
took the law into their own hands, and 
long might they do so. As to rabbits, a 
personal friend of his had a large number, 
and they were getting into the country 
and committing depredations—— 


Agricultural 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not addressing himself 
to the Amendment before the House. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I must ask the hon. 
Member to address himself to the Amend- 
ment. 


Dr. TANNER contended that in such 
cases as those to which the Amendment 
referred, the tenant ought to get compen- 
sation, and where wrong was done ona 
poor man’s land the poor man ought to. 
have the right to shoot the game, no. 





Dr. TANNER explained that he was 





only pointing out that the rabbits com- | 


mitted such depredations that his friend | 
had to get trappers in to trap the rabbits. ' 174. 
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Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 
Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griftith, Ellis J. 

Hayne, Rt-Hon. Charles Seale- 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
salfour,Rt.Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 


| M‘Crae, George 


AYES. 


Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb’land ; 
Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismand Ferdinand 
Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading) 
Pease, Jos. A. (Northumb.) 


| Philipps, John Wynford 


Pickard, Benjamin 
Price, Robert John 


| Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


teckitt, Harold James 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


tobson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 


NOES. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J(Birm. | 


| Chamberlain,.J Austen (Wore’r 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol | 


Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
sethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
3ullard, Sir Henry 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 

Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 

Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 


Dr. Tanner. 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Cornwallis,FiennesStanley W. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


| Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Digby, John k. D. Wingftield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 

Finch, George H. 


matter of what description it might be. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 63 ; Noes 
(Division List No. 205.) 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donai (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, John C. (Notts.) 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Buchanan. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, Wiiliam Hayes 
FitzGerald Sir Robt. Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, SirA ugustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sii Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Hamilton, Rt. HonLordGeorge 
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Hanbury, Rt. Hon.RobertWm. , 

Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hed lerwick, Thomas Chas. H. 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hermon-Hodge, Rbt. Trotter 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 

Hobhouse, Henry 

Houston, R. P. 

Hutchinson, Capt.G. W. Grice- 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 

Jackson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 

Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 

Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 

pon arte Col. William | 
ia | 


Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leese,SirJosephF (Accrington 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn(Sw’nsea 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long,Rt. Hn Walter(Liverpool | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpoo)) | 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
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Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Milbank,SirPowlettCharlesJ. 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P.(Darlington) 
Peel, Hon. William Robert W. 
Percy, Earl 

LS sg R.( Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 


| Pym, C. Guy 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 


| Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
| Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 


Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Runeiman, Walter 
tussell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


Lo 
lw 


Hollings Bill. 1 


Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebottom,T Harrop(Stalybr) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W, F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox. Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E.( Kent) 
Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, E) 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE NOEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 








M‘Killop, James 


Lorp HUGH CECIL, in moving to 
omit Clause 2, stated that the Amendment 
was really put down to give the President 
of the Board of Agriculture an opportu 
nity of explaining the bearing of the 
clause, and especially of the first sub- 
section, about the meaning of which there 
had been a difference of opinion ex- 
pressed. The words “agreement, custom, 
or otherwise” seemed to be rather wide, 
and there was also an uncertainty as to 
what would happen if the arbitration 
provisions in the agreement were ill-made 
and not satisfactory. In such a case the 
proceedings would be in part under the 
Bill and in part under the agreement, and 
some confusion might arise. But the 
principal matter was as to the distinct 
bearing of the words “ any improvement.” 
There had been discussion on this point, 
and some Members appeared to think the 
words implied a procedure under which 
the landlord and tenant would endeavour 
to arrange their differences, and when 
they came to any particular improvement 


as to which they could not agree that | 


VOL. LXXXV. [FourtH SERIEs. ] 


| Sandon, Viscount 


particular question would be submitted 
to arbitration, and a separate award 
given. Another view, which he believed 
was the correct one, was that the more 
common proceeding would be to present 
the whole case to the arbitrator, who 
would make one award in a lump sum, 
and not review in detail all the points 
put before him. The point was one to 
be discussed on the schedule rather than 
on the clause, but it was desirable it 
should be made plain which was the 
correct view. It was worth noticing that 
the fourth sub-section contemplated a 
separate award in special cases, and that 
went to show that the ordinary procedure 
would be that of awarding a lump sum 
covering the whole case. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 5, toleave out Clause 2.”— 
(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words of 
the clause to the first word ‘and,’ in 
line 8, stand part of the Bill.” 


2Z 
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*Mr. LONG explained that the object 
of putting in the words referred to was 
simply to secure to the tenant that where 
he had a claim to compensation arising 
under the present Bill or the principal 
Act, or under custom, and so on, that 
As to 
the second point raised, as to the pro- 
cedure in the event of the arbitration 


right should be reserved to him. 


provisions in the agreement not being 
satisfactory, it was quite clear that in 
such a case recourse would be had to the 
arbitration procedure provided in the 
Bill, which became operative in the event 
of the parties not providing the necessary 
machinery. In reference to whether the 
award would be given as a whole or in 
regard to separate parts, as a rule it 
would probably be given as a whole. 
But supposing the landlord and tenant 
agreed upon several points and disagreed 
only upon one or two, the arbitrator's 
award would then be upon the one or 
two points upon 


difference of opinion. 


which there was a 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said the next 
Amendment was put down for a. similar 
reason to the last, namely, to get an 
interpretation of the meaning of the 
words referred to. 


Amendment proposed 
“In page 2, line 8, to leave out the words 


from the word ‘ Act’ to the word ‘the, in line 
10." —( fr. Buchanay a | 


Question proposed, “That the words 
woposed tobe left out stand part of the 


) 
| lig 


- 
Polit. 


Sip ROBERT FINLAY | said the 
words were not surplusage. Their object 
was to provide an opportunity for the 
parties to agree. lf they agreed there 
Was no necessity fol arbitration ; if 


they failed to agree on one or two 
points, those one or two points would 
be referred to arbitration As to the 
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assistance of valuers or others, that 
was a matter entirely for the parties con 
cerned. If the words were omitted it 
would seem to indicate that arbitration 
should be resorted to at once without the 
par ties attempting to come to terms. He 
therefore hoped the Amendment would 


not be pressed. 


*Mr. CHANNING thought the Amend 
ment was put down under an impression 
as to the nature of the existing Act which 
was not absolutely well founded. The 
point at which objection should be taken 
to the procedure of the clause was not at 
this point but later on. The words as 
they stood were unobjectionable, but they 
certainly ought to move to omit the words 
which immediately followed. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
’ dv 


Bill, as the Standing 
Committee), to be further considered to- 
morrow. 


amended (by 


PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 
“That the Bill le now 
time.” 


read a second 


Debate arising : 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): This Bill 
isa very important Bill, and I strongly 
object to it being taken at a time when it 
cannot be properly discussed. — I there- 
fore beg to move that the debate be now 
adjourned. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.”— 
(Mr. Dillon.) 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester. 
E.) explained that the measure was a 
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forma! annual Bill, the provisions of 
which followed on the lines of its prede- 
cessors, and were not controversial. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton): I think the House ought to have 
from the Secretary to the Treasury some 
explanation with reference to this Bill, 
hecause in addition to the nomination of 
the Commissioners it is proposed to write 
off a certain amount of money in connec- 
tion with loans lent under Acts of Parlia- 
ment. In Part IL. it is proposed to write 
off about £2,700 for one man, and in 
Part [. it is proposed to write off about 
f It is very unfair that such an 
should be moved so 
and if the Treasury 
off about £4,500 of 
it is a very serious 


£1,500. 
important measure 
near twelve o'clock, 
are gon g to write 
loans due to them 


matter-—— 


It being midnight, the motion for the 
adjournment of the debate lapsed without 
Question put, and the debate on the 


Second Reading stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


SUPPLY [{6rn Juuy] 


Resolutions reported. 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS EsTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Ciass IT. 


1, “ That a sum, not exceeding £8,095, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Oftice of Her Majesty’s 
Secretary for Scotland and Subordinate 
Offices, including a Grant in Aid of the 
Congested Districts (Scotland) Fund.” 


2.“That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,649, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
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the Charge which'will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries, 
and Expenses of the Fishery Board in 
Scotland and for Grants in Aid of Piers 
or Quays.” 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £3,221, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Department of Lunacy in 
Scotland.” 


4. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,743, 
be granted to Her Majesty to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Department of the 
Registrar General of Births, ete., in Scot- 
land.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


MEDICAL AND SANITARY ARRANGE- 
MENTS AT THE CAPE. 
Address for “ Return of Correspondence 
between the hon. Member for Ilkeston 
and the War Department in relation to 
Medical and Sanitary Arrangements at 
the Cape.” —(Sir Jumes Kitson.) 


COUNTY AND BOROUGH FRANCHISE 
ASSIMILATION (LONDON) BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com 

mittee), considered ; Bill to be read the 

third time T'o-morrow. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


On the Motion for Adjournment — 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
take the Second. Reading of the Public 
Works Loans Bill as first Order to-morrow, 
as I am informed the money is urgently 
Though it is not strictly in 


[ propose to 


required. 
order, I may say at the same time that I 
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understand it will be extremely incon-| we shall make with the Agricultural H 
venient to a large number of Members to. Holdings Bill to-morrow. I quite agree 
sit later than 4 o'clock in the afternoon. jt would not be fair to take the Third 
I propose to adjourn the discussion on the | Reading of the Tithes Bill at a late hour 
Agricultural Holdings Bill, which will be | of the evening ; it ought to be either first E 
the second Order, at that hour, and for the | Order or very near it, and I will endeavour 
remainder of the day only non-controver- to give the hon. Member an answer to- 
sial business will be taken. morrow. Iam not anxious to press on AIRD| 

Government business to-morrow after the 





. " * two measures I have mentioned, but it is AIRD! 
Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: What) ,... oe 
‘ : ‘a | distinctly understood that the time we 
Bill does the right hon. Gentleman pro-| _. s : BRI 
: | give up is not to be taken by private 
pose to take after 4 o'clock ? | ‘ Lor 


Members for their Bills. If after passing 
the Bills I have named the House prefers 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Post | to adjourn I shall raise no objection, but BURN 


agreed 














Office Sites Bill and the Larceny Bill. if they do not adjourn Government and Yaa 
‘ not private business will be taken. Amen 
FALK) 
An Hon. MEMBER asked whether the . 
Post Office Sites Bill and the Larceny Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) hs 
Bill were the only Government measures | asked whether the right hon. Gentleman the thi 
to be taken after 4 o’c’ock on Wednesday. would be able to state to-morrow when 
the Irish Estimates and the Education GRE 
| Bill would be taken. a 
Mr. DILLON asked whether it had = 
been decided to take the Tithe Rent- Be 
charge (Ireland) Bill, Third Reading, as; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: To-morrow or aie : 
> | 0 
first Order on Thursday. | Thursday—at any rate, I will take an Bill 
| early opportunity. and pa 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is impossible | sou 
for me to answer with certainty the last | bjeemnel 4s tn vielen she ins 
question, as I do not know what progress Twelve of the clock. T 
wo 
Orde 
43° be 
how re: 
Bill ; 
passed. 
BEXH 
Read 
ae DUBLE 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 11th July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


AND COATBRIDGE TRAM- 


WAYS BILL. 


AIRDRIE, COATBRIDGE, AND DISTRICT 
WATER TRUST BILL. 


BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 
Amendments 


AIRDRIE 





Lords considered, and 


agreed to. 


BURNLEY CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 

FALKIRK AND DISTRICT WATER BILL 
{ Lords]. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 

GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAIL- 

WAY COMPANY BILL. 

As amended, considered. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

SOUTHPORT CORPORATION BILL. 

As amended, considered. 

Two Clauses added. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 


243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 





Bill according read the third time, and 


passed, 


BEXHILL AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
WAY BILL [Lords. ] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL AND) 
CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL BILL (JOINT COMMITTEE). 

Sir UGHTRED KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH re- 
ported from the Joint Committee on the 
\ublin Corporation Bill and the Clontarf 
Urban District Council Bill, That the 
jarties opposing the Dublin Corperation | 
Bill had stated that the evidence of 
Captain Andrew Knox Galway, inspector 
f Irish lights, 39, 

VOL. LXXXY. [FourtH Sertrs.] 
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Ailesbury Road, | printed. 
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Merrion, Dublin, was essential to their 
case ; and, it having been proved that his 
attendance could not be procured without 
the intervention ot the House, he had 
been instructed to move that the said 
| Andrew Knox Galway do attend the said 
Committee this day, at One of the ciock. 
Ordered, That Captain Andrew Knox 
Galway do attend the Joint Committee 
on the Dublin Corporation Bill and the 
Clontarf Urban District Council Bill this 
day, at One of the clock. 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Report [10th July] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 
PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY 
IRELAND. 
Petition of the West Midland Baptist 
Association, against establishment ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


IN 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from High Little- 
ton; Keynsham ; Cannock ; Coxhoe ; 
Llantwit ; Resolven ; Blaengarw ; Yeovil ; 
3ramley ; and Bearpark ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Dinam ; 
Resolven ; High Littleton ; and Lancas- 
ter ; to lie upon the Table. 

VIVISECTION. 

Petition from London, for prohibition ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SOUTH AFRICA (UNWOUNDED SOL- 
DIERS DEAD OR INVALIDED HOME). 


Return [presented 5th July] to be 
[No. 268.] 
3 A 
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EAST INDIA (INOCULATION AGAINST 
CHOLERA AND TYPHOID.) 

Return [presented 9th July] to be 
printed. [No. 269.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
THE FIRST LORD or tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. GOSCHEN, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) said that, unfortunately, 


the Navy Estimates would not be able to ! 


be taken on Friday next, as the Memor- 
andum which had been promised would 
not be ready. The Home Office and 
Local Government Board Votes would 
therefore be taken on that day, and the 
Leader of the House would put down the 
Navy Estimates at the earliest possible 
date. 

PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 

[SECOND READING. ] 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question {10th July], “ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed, 
Debate resumed. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that on the previous night the First 
Lord of the Treasury had stated that this 
Bill was of an urgent nature, but for the 
life of him he could not understand im 
what way its urgency was 
justify its being put in front of the Agri- 
cultural Holdings Bill. It 
usually brought in towards the end of the 


such as to 
Vas a measure 


session, and, indeed, usually ran along 
with the Appropriation Bill. The Govern- 
ment might have reasons of their own for 
wishing to press the Bill on, but certainly 
the reasons had nothing 
Bill itself. The 
previous Bills in that it nominated the 
Public Works Loan 
held ottice for fiy 


practically the 


to do with the 





present Bill differed from 


Commissioners, who 


years. The list was 


same as before ; it Contain 





ing only two changes, the new Com 
missioners being Horace Alfred Deaamer 
Seymour and Colonel Lockweod. W} 
should an English Member, Colonel | 
W od i pu Ht Nhe Pie ‘ Seote] 
ul ul ) I i i l 

( p ‘) ’ i 


,information was as to the extent 





{COMMONS} Eouns Bill. 1252 


ment was here asked to reappoint certain 
people for a further five years, some 
information should be given as to their 
attendances in the past. Another point 
upon which the House was entitled to 
Parlia- 
ment exercised any effective control over 
the giving out of these moneys. This 
was a most important Department, as it 
was necessary to see that the security 
was good when a loan was advanced, as 
otherwise large amounts of money had to 
be written off. This should be a real busi- 
ness Department, and the House wanted to 
know that these names were not merely 
ornamental, but that the men were giving 
their attention to the work in a 
like way. With regard to the sums to 
be written offalso this was a most impor- 
tant Bill. If such a Bill was brought for- 
ward and allowed to pass without. disens- 
sion, what would he the result? The 
Department lending the money would 
find they had nothing more todo than to 
put a schedule to a Bill, and the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury would get it slipped 
through the House after midnight  with- 
with the result that the 
Commissioners would find it an extremely 
simple thing to write off debts that were 
a little troublesome tothem. No « x plana- 
tion whatever 
amounts were to be 
House was simply asked to agree, and at 
five minutes to twelve an attempt was 
made to rush the Bil! through. He 
would not take each of the items, but 
there Was rd to whieh cer- 


busine SS- 


out discussion, 


Was given why these 


written olf: the 


one in 
ainly oe. Re aa TRUE ce 
tainly some @enxnpianation should b iven 


Under the I 


Purchase of Land 
Act, 1885, a man named Fitzgerald cot a 


Leo 
iCVPa 


loan of £3,000 from the Trish Land 
Commission. ‘The amount repaid was 
only £200 9s. 1LO0d., and the House 
was now asked to remit £2,799 10s. 2d 
That was aie bie order, especiall 
without a single word of expl 
Other sums proportionately heavy w 
also to be written off There wa a 
named Lambert who borrowed £50 
repaid £182 Os. 10d., and the Hon - 
uwked to write off £517 19s. 2d. Aga 
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was a supervision exercised, and that the | the form of this Bill, and the point to which 


Government might be challenged with ' 


regard to any particular case. The total 
effect of Part 1 of the schedule was that 
loans had been granted to the extent of 
£2,171 0s. 7d., of which only £541 17s. 8d. 
had been repaid, and the House was 
asked to write off £1,512 17s. 10d. It 
was no wonder borrowers in Ireland did 
not pay the money. He would be per- 
fectly astonished if it were otherwise, 
when such lists could be seen year by 
vear, showing that borrowers could get 
the whole or two-thirds and so on written 
off There was one case in connection 
with the Fishery Board for Scotland. 
The sum advanced £114; the 
amount repaid and realised by sale of the 
boat was £90 7s. 6d.; all that was asked 
to be written off was £23 12s. 6d. Loans 
for fishing boats were always precarious, 
as a storm might arise and the boats be 


was 


lost or the men drowned ; but, notwith- 
standing that, there was only this 
one case of £23 12s. 6d., and five 
men were concerned in that.  There- 


fore, so far as Seotland was concerned, 
there was nothing unreasenable in the 
loans; but what was to be thought of 
a case in which only £200 was repaid 
out of £3,000? It was not in the in- 
terest of the Treasury that this writing 
off of loans should be allowed to pass per- 
functorily through the House, and he in- 
tended that it should not. He warned 
the Secretary to the Treasury that when 
the Bill got into Committee an explana- 
tion would be required ot each individual 
item, and every one of the items should 
be thoroughly probed to the bottom, so 
the right hon. Gentleman could get his 
material ready. Owing to the circum- 
under which the Bill 

forward on the previous evening the hon. 
Member for E Mayo had lost his right 
to speak on the Second Reading, and in 
the Member 
his right to speak he would move that the 


Dil} ’ +. " : 
Dill be read a second time that day three 


stances Was put 
] 
raft 
tb 
} 


order to restore to hon. 


ho e ont the word ‘now, and at the 

il Question to add the words upon 
h y t t MOUS Vir. Caldiredl.3 

Question proposed, “That the 

at 

‘now stand part of the question. 

Ws. TATE AN (Afau . eee 

Mr. DILLON \a 0, I4.): Lhis is not 
} ‘ic ! ] ee ‘ 

, HITS time tt have amected attention to 





i desire specially to direct attention is the 
practice of putting into the schedule long 
lists of arrears which are to be written off 
without any item of information being 
given as to the character of the arrears or 
as to the reasons for writing them off. 
There are many cases in which unanswer- 
able exist for writing off the 
amounts, but we do not know which are 
those There is a new principle 
introduced in the second part of the 
schedule. The practice in previous Bills 
has been to put in a list of the items to be 
written -off, but wherever those items 
were large in amount they were always 
loans to public authorities. Where there 
were arrears to be written off in the case 
of private individuals they were always 
either of extremely long standing or small 
in amount. The first item in the schedule 
is that of Giles Eyre Lambert, who 
obtained £500, and is to have 
£317 19s. 2d. written off. The period 
of that loan is 1847, and one might 
naturally conclude the time had come 
when that should be written off as a bad 
debt. But you have here the case of a 
geutleman named Fitzgerald, who  bor- 
rowed under the Purchase Act of 1885 
the sum of £3,000. He could borrow 
under that Act for no other purpose thar 
that of buying a large valuable holding 
which the inspectors of the Land Com- 
mission must have certified as being ample 
and good security for the loan. Now, ac 
the end of fifteen years, we are asked to 
forgive this gentleman £2,799. 


reasons 


Cases. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton): The hon. Gentleman is quite mis 
taken. Wedo not forgive the debt ; we 
simply write it off as an asset of the Local 
Loans Fund; the debt is still recover- 
able. 


Mr. DILLON: That, indeed, is a new 
and extraordinary principle. What is 
the hurry for writing off Mr. Fitzgerald’s 
debt!) Jreally think after that answer 

entitled to some explanation. We 
want to know why a man has 


borrowed SO large a sum on presumably 


we are 


who 


- , tgs 
‘nt security at so recent a date 1s to 





amount written off. This is an 


normously tportant auestion, becans 
‘s } ‘ < ° 1 ‘ 
Lio WiVe ween Lent On Precisely nh 
sort Of sec t\ d the process is going 
On at the ra oO anou £? QOO,000 
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a year. If this debt is recoverable and 
there is a prospect of getting it, why 
should it be written off? What has 
become of the holding! By the terms of 
the Act of 1885 the holding must have 
been worth much more than the amount 
advanced. The principle of the Act is that 
there must be a margin, and £3,000, 
according to the principle of the Act, 
ought not to have been lent on a holding 
worth less than about £5,000 to the 
tenant, We are therefore entitled to 
assume that the loan is secure, and we 
want a full explanation of this matter. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): The question raised is a most 
important one, and the case referred to by 
the hon. Member for East Mayo is one of 
the most extraordinary | have ever seen. 
First of all, there is a sum of £3,000 
advanced, there is only £200 repaid, and 
we are asked to write off the remainder. 
Surely we are entitled to have some 
explanation of such a transaction. If we 
assume that not more than two-thirds of 
the value of the security would be 


advanced, that means that the holding , 


would be worth about £4,000. It is 
now discovered that owing to over- 
valuation or some other reason that 


£3,000 is represented by no asset at all ; 
and although the amount may be recover- 
able as a personal debt, the Treasury have 
come to the conclusion that it is no good, 
and it is to be practically, though not 
nominally, wiped out in this way. There 
ought to be some explanation. We should 
not be called upon year by year to get up 
and say, ‘Can you explain the case of 
James Collins or Michael O’Brien ?” 
The House of Commons does not lend 
itself to that sort of thing. ‘There ought 
to be a report sent to the House of 
Commons every year before the Bill is 
read a second time, each individual trans- 
action being explained, and if any ex- 
planation was not satisfactory we could 
bring it up when the Bill was considered. 
The possibility is that these things will 
go on increasing, and there is a great deal 
in the point as to the change in the 
character of the debt we are asked to 
wipe off. Up to the present we have 
been asked to wipe off debts for public 
works, by which we may assume some 
good has been done, even though the 
locality may not be rich enough to repay 
the sum advanced by the Treasury. But 


here we are asked to wipe out debts 
| 


Mr. Dillon. 
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incurred in the interests of private indi- 
viduals in different parts of the kingdom, 
That, I think, makes it all the more 
necessary that a report should be 
made in regard to this matter. There 
is one local point to which I desire 
to call attention. I find amongst the 
Commissioners every part of the United 
Kingdom represented except Wales. [ 
think the right hon. Gentleman might 
consent to Wales also being represented 
on this Board. When the matter was 
brought forward on a previous occasion 
the objection was that the number of 
Commissioners was limited. But this isan 
Act of Parliament, it is not merely an 
administrative Act, and if the right hon, 
Gentleman consents he can easily increase 
the number of Commissioners by one, 
There is not one of the present Commis- 
sioners to whom I object, but certainly 
there should be one representative of the 
Principality, one very good reason being 
that there is not a part of the country 
which receives less from the Local Loans 
Fund than the Principality of Wales; 
and I am sure there is no part of the 
country which deserves more from the 
fund. A great deal could be done to 
restore the fishing industry in that 
part of the country, and that is a very 
important industry from an Imperial 
point of view. The Navy used to 
draw some of its best men from that part 
of the country in the past, but it does 
nothing of the kind at present. The 
industry is dying out, and we have con- 
stantly asked the Treasury to assist us by 
loan or by grant to develop the fishing 
industry, but without success. Wales 
ought to have one representative at least 
to see that fair play is done to that part 
of the coast, and I should like to know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Treasury will not con- 
sent to increase the number by one, and 
that one to be a Welsh Member—it does 
not matter from which side of the House 
he comes. 


Mr. HANBURY: The hon. Member 
for Carnarvon has made two suggestions, 
and I quite agree with what he said in 
regard to each of them. He first sug- 
gested that the House should have more 
information with regard to the debts that 
are written off, and an explanation of the 
reasons for taking that course. That is 
a very reasonable suggestion, and I will 
undertake that in future there shall be 
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laid before the House, if possible before 
the Bill is brought on for Second Read- 
ing, a complete statement showing our 
position with regard to the various items. 
The hon. Member also asked me with 
reference to the appointment of a dis- 
tinctly Welsh Commissioner. Although 
the number of Commissioners is not 
actually limited, as a matter of fact it has 
always been exactly the same, about six- 
teen, I think. I am told there would be 
some objection to increasing that number ; 
but [ have been in communication with 
the Commissioners, who are to a great 
extent in sympathy with the suggestion 
of the hon. Member, and [ have every 
reason to believe that should a vacancy 
occur they would be very glad to consider 
the suggestion he has made—that a Com- 
missioner representing Wales should be 
placed upon the list. As the hon. Mem- 
ber knows, the names come before Parlia- 
ment only once every five years, but any 
vacancies which occur during that period 
are filled by the Commissioners themselves. 
Therefore, their agreement that a Welsh 
member might very well be appointed is 
one which they will probabivy have an 
opportunity of carrying into effect. The 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark is, I think, 
alittle unreasonable. He complains, first, 
that we brought on the Bill at five 
minutes to twelve at night ; and then he 
complains that we set it down as first Order 
for to-day. It is, therefore, a little ditt- 
cult to see what would satisfy him, but | 
will do my best to facilitate matters by 
giving an answer to the points he has 
raised. He asks, in the first place, where 
is the urgency for this Bill. The hon 
Member takes a considerable interest in 
the needs of various localities, and he must 
know that we are constantly receiving 
applications from local authorities for 
loans ; but as the powers of last year are 
exhausted, those loans cannot be granted 
until this Bill is passed. It is, therefore, 
in the interest not so much of the Trea- 
sury as of the local authorities that we 
are pressing this Bill) The hon. Gentle- 
man then raised several points which are 
really Committee points rather than 
matters to be discussed on the Second 
Reading, and as he has promised to call 
my attention to a great many of these 
points in Committee, perhaps [ ought to 
give him the opportunity to raise them 
twice over. There is, however, one 
important case, but it is not one of re- 
mission, There seems to be an idea on 
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the part of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo, and even on the part of such a 
financier as the hon. Gentleman opposite, 
that we are actually wiping off these 
debts. We are doing nothing of the 
kind ; we are simply writing them off as 
assets of the Local Loans Fund. That 
d:es not by any means mean that they 
are not recoverable, or that we shall not 
do our best to recover them. As matter 
of fact, within the last ten years a large 
number of these loans which have been 
writtea off as assets of the Local Loans 
Fund have been recovered and paid into 
the Exchequer. 


\ 


_ 


r. DILLON : To what amount ? 


Mr. HANBURY: I think between 
£12,000 and £15,000 during the last ten 
years. 


Mr. DILLON: And how much was 
remitted during that perio! ? 


Mr. HANBURY : [really cannot carry 
all these figures in my head. I ought to 
mention the particular case of Fitzgerald, 
which has been referred to. It is not a 
recent loan at all; it was considerably 
before 1889 when he fell into arrear with 
his annual payments. What has happened 
is this. We could find no purchaser of 
the land for several years, and now it has 
been leased by the Land Commission 
for a period of twenty years at £58 a 
year, which, I am told, is the full 
letting value of the land. That being 
so, is it fair to the Local Loans Fund, or 
the local authorities who desire to borrow 
from that fund, that that money should 
be lying idle! It is, therefore, being 
wiped off the assets of the fund ; but we 


‘have the security, and meanwhile are 


getting the rent. Directly the farm can 
be sold, the whole of the proceeds will be 
paid into the Exchequer. This is dis- 
tinctly a case where we have every pro- 
spect of recovering, at any rate, a large 
portion of the loan. The only other 
point raised by the hon. Member was the 
complaint that there were more Irish 
than Scotch loans remitted. I should 
have thought that was rather complimen- 
tary than otherwise to his country, but 
he seemed bitterly to complain that 
Scotchmen did not borrow money and 
then find themselves unable to repay it. 
I really cannot enter into the frame of 
mind of the hon. Member. I think Scot- 
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land is to be congratulated on the fact 
that it does pay up its debts. 


Mr. CALDWELL: 


up also. 


Make Ireland pay 


Mr. HANBURY: We do our best to 
make Ireland pay up. If the hon. Mem- 
her wishes us to be even more hard than 
we are upon Irish borrowers, | must con- 
fess I do not take so hard a view of the 
case as he does. But when he supposes 
we are remitting these loans, we are doing 
nothing of the sort ; and with regard toa 
large number, we are recovering certain 
amounts of the sums so written off. 


Mr. ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.): While I very much appreciate 
the tone in which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has replied to the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon, I must say that no arguinent 
has been advanced why the number of 
Commissioners sbould he 
sixteen. We are not 
wait for dead men’s shoes ; 
want a representative appointed by the 
House of Commons, and there is no 
reason whatever why Wales should not 
have one representative on the Board. 


confined to 
very anxious to 
moreover, We 


*SIR S. POWELL (Wigan): I feel 
under an obligation to hon. Members for 
directing attention to this Bill. I have 
watched these Public Werks Loans Bills 
and Pills of a kindred character, and | 
have discovered that year after year there 
are debts written off without any expla- 
nation whatever or cause shown. | have 
long thought it a very unsatisfactory con- 
dition of affairs, and [ rejoice to hear the 
statement just made by my right hon. 
friend that that system should come to 
I certain!y think it would be in 


an end. 
the public interest that debts should not 
be written off so long as they may fairly 
The wiping 
off of a debt of this kind shows a certain 
amount of carelessness in the advance, 
and that carelessness oughit to be, f will 
not say rebuked, but carefully watched 
by the House of Commons. [ am sure 
that although we have important business 
before us the time has not been wasted 


he regarded as recoverable, 


in this short 
which, in principle if not in figures, is one 
of very great Importance. 


discussion of a question 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 


ton): It is very essential that when 


Ar. Hanhury. 


{COMMONS} 


Loans Bill, 1210 
accounts are written off in this way some 
explanation should be given. In muni- 
cipal lite every precaution is taken before 
accounts are written off, and the same 
should be done with regard to a Govern- 
ment Department. It was, therefore, an 
extraordinary piece of policy on the part 
of the Government to move this Bill at 
five minutes to twelve last night when 
such large amounts of money are in- 
volved. I quite agree that it is very un- 
fair that Wales should be excluded from 
having a Commissioner, because when 
loans are applied for by a local authority 
the local knowledge of any — particular 
Commissioner must always carry great 
weight with tle other Commissioners. 
Wales is therefore entitled to have a ve- 
presentative, and [I hope that in Com- 
mittee the hon. Member for Canarvon 
will move the addition of a gentleman 
from Wales. The point I wish  particn- 
larly to raise is, that the Secretary to the 
Treasury has not fully explained the 
accounts. The 


mode of writing off these 


right hon. Gentleman said there was a 


probability of the amounts being — re- 
covered hereafter. This Bill, like all 
other Bills of the Government, requires 
reference to two or three other Acts 
of Parliament it can be 
and Section 3 of the 


hefore 
understood, 

Bill refers to Seetion 15 of the principal 
Act of 1887. There I find that the mede 
of preventing loss to the I schequer is a 
most extraordinary one, and one which is 
very unfair upon those local authorities 
and private individuals who do pay their 
debts to the Exeh quer, in Section 11 it 
states that there was a s 


thereabouts, which had 


im estimated at 


£12.Q000,000, or 
been lost to the Exchequer through the 
Nom pavinent by local authorities and 
individuals of the principal of local loans. 
How are these losses met / They are met 
by a restitution fund. Under Sub-section 
1 of Seetion LL of the Act of 1837 the 
Local Loans Fund has to set aside every 
vear £130,000 in quarterly instalments, 
( National 
to prevent the 


] debt Commissioners 


to be paid to the eredit of the 
Debt Commissioners, 
National 


anv loss by the 
: 
i 


suffering 
non-repayment of these 
| cal 


debts, 


loans. This is very unfair to the 
authorities who do pay their 

because if the Local Loans Fund can 
afford to set aside £130,000 a year, tliese 


enforced and tne 


sums ought to be 
amount go towards the reduction of the 
interest charged to the local authorities. 
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I referred last night to the case which 
has been brought up to-day. I should 
like to know whether in the Report we 
are to have we shall be told how much 
this man Fitzgerald received more than he 
ought to have received on this farm. That 
is really the point. 


Mr. DILLON: Four times its value. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: The 
hon. Member for East Mayo says he had 
four times its value. If that is the ease, | 
ask how is it possible for these tenant 
farmers who become the owners of their 
land under the Purchase Act to pay the 
interest and principal on that same land ? 
In the schedule of loans by the Com. 
missioners of Public Works, Ireland, there 
is a total amount advanced of £2,171, of 
which only £541 has been repaid, so that 
there is a loss, for the time being, to the 
Exchequer or the Local Loans Fund of 
£1,512. I think we are entitled to re- 
ceive from the Chancellor of the Ex- 
cheyuer some information as to the state 
of this restitution fund, and whether the 
amount is equal to meeting the 
which the National Debt Commissioners 
are bound to suffer under this system. [n 
any case, We were justified in opposing this 


losses 


Bill last night and to-day, and if the hon. 
Member goes to a division j shall gC 
into the Lobby with him as a protest 
action of the Government in 
forward in the 


) 


against the 
bringing this 


1 
manner they have. 


matter 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): In his 
incomplete explanation of the Bill, the 
Secretary to the Treasury has spoilt’ his 
The right 
hon. Gentleman said the Treasury were 


own arguments altogether. 


how receiving from the estate to which 
referenee has been made a rent of a little 


under £60 a vear. If, however, £60 a 
year is the full value of the farm, how in 
the name of reason came a loan of £3,000 
to be advanced upon it That is about 
‘years purchase ; so that, on the face 
‘ither the right hon. Gentleman’s 
explanation is incomplete, or it is proved 
that very great rashness was shown in 
advancing the money. I hope some 
further explanation will be given on this 
point, because if that is the way in which 
these loans are made it is very clear there 
will have to be a great many of these 
eases In the future in which amounts 
will have to be written off. I strongly 
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support the contention that Wales should 
have a representative on the Commission. 


The right hon. Gentleman has given a 


sort of promise with regard to the matter, 
but it would be much more satisfactory 
to the Welsh Members if the right hon. 
Gentleman could see his way to add the 
name of a Welsh Commissioner at once 
instead of waiting until such time as a 
vacancy occurs. 


Sir DILLWYN LLEWELYN (Swan- 
sea Town) : I rise to support the appeal 
made by the hon. Member for Carnarvon. 
At the present moment it is most de- 
sirable that some special attention should 
he paid to the claims of Wales, and that 
there should be on the Commission some 
gentleman who thoroughly understands 
the needs of the Principality. Quite re- 
cently the county of Monmouth has been 
called upon to find its own lunatic 
asylum, and the counties linked with it 
in the past—Brecon and Radnor—have 
had to provide similar institutions for 
themselves. ‘hey have made applica- 
tion to the Public Works Loans Board for 
a grant of money for this purpose, and, 
although it has been allowed in the case 
of Brecon, it has been refused in the case 
of Radnorshire. I hope the decision is 
not a final one, because [ think that when 
two counties similarly situated make such 
an application tney should be treated as 
nearly equally as possible, and equitably 
as well. I am not going to make any 
complaint as to the rate of interest 
claimed by the Public Works Loans 
Board, because I am perfectly well aware 
that that rate has reeently been raised, 
hut I do ask that the claims of Radnor- 
shire should be considered by that Board 
and by the Treasury ; and I may add that 
there is a feeling that, hitherto, they 
have not been acceded to simply because 
Wales has no direct representative on the 
Board. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire): I 
hope that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will speak on this matter, and will promise 
that the very reasonable demands put for- 
ward by some of my colleagues from Wales 
shall be conceded. The hon. Member 
who has just spoken has pointed out that 
certain Welsh demands had been refused. 
Perhaps the refusal has been just ; but I 
think Wales ean scarcely be expected to 
consider that its claims are fairly listened 
to when it is realised that of the sixteen 
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Commissioners not one has any connection 
with the Principality. I understand that 
the only reason given by the Secretary 
to the Treasury for not appointing a 
Welsh Commissioner is that the body of 
Commissioners has always consisted of 
sixteen members. But sixteen is not a 
mystic number ; it is no better than any 
other number ; and [ do not think that it 
is fair that the Government should put us 
in the position of having on another stage 
of this Bill to object in turn to each of 
the gentlemen nominated. We have no 
wish to prolong this debate, and we are 
perfectly ready to let the Bill go 
through at once if the right hon. 
Gentleman will give us a_ pledge 
that he will either get one of the 
gentlemen nominated to withdraw in 
the interests of someone from Wales, or 
that he will add another member to 
the Board. Considering the fact that 
the Commissioners have at their disposal 
a sum of six millions sterling from England 
and Scotland, and of eight hundred 
thousand pounds from Ireland, I do 
think the right hon. Gentleman might 
make the concession for which we are 


asking. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracn, Bris- 
tol, W.): The House must remember 
that these Commissioners are unpaid, and 
I think that both the House and the 
country are deeply indebted to them for 
the important work they perform. I en- 
tirely agree with what has fallen from the 
Members for Wales that there ought to 
be among the Commissioners one who is 
acquainted with that part of the United 
Kingdom, and I will see them on the sub- 
ject before the Bill reaches the Committee 
stage, with a view to their appointing 
someone. The hon. Member for Stock- 
ton is entirely mistaken with regard to 
the restitution fund. The hon. Member 
objected to that fund on the ground that 
it is unfair to make existing and new 
borrowers pay old debts. In 1897 the 
same view occurred to me, and at my 
instance Parliament abolished the restitu- 
tion fund altogether, making provision for 
the application of the surplus income of 
the Local Loans Fund so as to provide 
against default. Every year the accounts 
ot the Local Loans Fund are presented 
to Parliament, and I think they show 
that the result has been by no means 
unsatisfactory. 


Mr. Phit (pps. 
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Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) said he 


thonght the House was entitled to much 
more information than was given in the 
schedule of this Bill. It was a remark- 
able fact that absolutely no information 
was forthcoming with regard to Irish 
loans beyond the mere name of the 
borrower. In the case of Scotch loans 
they were told the district in which the 
loan was granted, and he ventured to 
assert that they ought to have in all cases 
full information as to the circumstances 
under which the money was advanced. 
Now, with regard to the case of Mr. 
Fitzgerald--—- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
would remind the hon. Member that 
these minute details are more profitably 
discussed in Committee, and not on the 
motion for the Second Reading. 


Mr. FLAVIN said his: object in men- 
tioning them was to enable the Minister 
in charge oi the Bill to obtain the neces- 
sary information by the time the Com- 
mittee stage was reached. He thought 
he was entitled to ask why a sum of 
£3,000 was advanced upon a farm the 
annual rent of which was £52. 


Mr. HANBURY: I will undertake 
that full information shall be laid before 
the House before the Committee stage is 
reached. 


Mr. FLAVIN said that, so far as he 
could see, this particular transaction must 
result in a loss of at least £2,000. The 
tenant got no advantage whatever from 
the money advanced. The landlord had 
pocketed it, and vet the tenant was liable 
to have proceedings taken against him 
and to be made a bankrupt. He hoped 
that in future, in regard to Irish loans 
at any rate, they would be informed not 
only of the amount of the loan but of the 
name of the borrower, and of the district 
in which he lived. Seeing that the right 
hon. Gentleman had promised to give 
that, he thought the best thing they 
could do was to conclude the discussion. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I beg to ask leave 
to withdraw my Amendment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 

Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 
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1245 A {yvicultuval 
AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), further considered. 


Clause 2 :— 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


{11 Juty 1900} 


Ek.) said he had to move the omission of | 


the words requiring that the arbitration 
should, in the first place, be in accordance 
with any agreement between landlord and 
tenant, and in default of and subject to 
any such agreement in accordance with 
the provisions of the Act. He said that 
the effect of striking out these words 
would be that they would revert to the 
provisions of the existing Act as to pro- 
cedure. The present Bill adopted the 
phraseology of Section & of the Act of 
1883, in so far as the landlord and tenant 
were enabled to agree as to the amount, 
time, and mode of payment of compensa- 
tion for any improvement. But it went 
on to add that if they did not so agree 
the difference should be settled by arbi- 
tration in accordance with provisions, if 


any, in that behalf in any agreement 
between landlord and tenant; but in 
default of, and subject to, any such 


provision, by arbitration under this Act, 
in accordance with the provisions set out 
in the second schedule of the Act. It 
wou'd therefore be seen that another 
stage was introduced into these pro- 
ceedings in this clause, in the form 
in which it now stood, and the tenant 
would be shut out from the arbitration 
procedure set forth in the schedule of the 
Bill. He did not himself think that there 
was anything in the wording of the Act 
to prevent a wholly unreasonable method 
of settling the differences between the 
two parties being set up by such an agree- 
ment as was indicated; neither could he 
trace any check to prevent the parties 
agreeing to appoint an arbitrator years 
heforehand to settle all questions which 
might arise between them. He had put 
down this Amendment in order that the 
House might know exactly what it was 
doing in passing this particular piece of 
legislation. It was most important it 
should be fully realised that, while the 
chief merit of the Bill was that it un- 
doubtedly simplified the procedure for 
settling differences between the two 
parties by means of a single arbitrator, 
and thereby affording a clearer, cheaper, 
and shorter process, and one less calculated 
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was by these words proposed to place in 
the hands of the landlords and_ their 
agents an almost irresistible weapon 
which they could use if they wished, and 
if they were so arbitrarily inclined, to 
deprive the tenants of all the advyan- 
tages they might derive from adopting 
the procedure laid down in this Act. He 
wished to remove one misconception 
which arose in a short discussion at the 


Council of the Central Chamber of Agri- 


to lead to friction between the parties, yet , 


having set up thisadmirable machinery, it 


culture on the previous day on this 
question. He wished to make it plain 
that he did not in the least propose to 
interfere, nor would there be any inter- 
ference if his Amendment were carried, 
with the reasonable power of contracting 
out as regarded settlements of claims for 
compensation for improvements, as already 
provided in the existing Act. That Act 
provided for a perfectly reasonable and 
most desirable exercise of freedom of con- 
ract hetween the parties in cases where a 
tenant was taking an improving lease of 
land. If his Amendment were carried 
the parties in such a case would still 
retain absolute freedom to agree on 
matters of that kind, provided, of course, 
that the agreement was reasonable and 
fair. What he objected to, however, was 
the power they were creating under this 
Bill of giving the landlord or his agent 
the right to set up their own particular 
form of arbitration, and to appoint their 
own particular arbitrator, and to say to 
the tenant, “ You must accept your lease 
or agreement subject to our conditions.” 
He ventured to say that it would cause 
profound — disappointment to many 
farmers in this country if a provision of 
this kind were allowed to remain in the 
Bill. The whole object of this legislation 
was to supersede and clear away what 
was inoperative and unsatisfactory in the 
old Act. That Act had proved a source 
of friction and ditliculty between the 
parties. This Bill, he repeated, had for 
its chief merit that it set up a cheaper, 
simpler, and clearer machinery, and a 
serious responsibility would lie upon the 
Government if it placed in the hands of 
the landlords power to contract  them- 
selves out from the use of that machinery. 
He thoroughly recognised the desirability 
of retaining Clause 5 of the old Act, 
which enabled the landlord and tenant to 
agree, either at the beginning or during 
the course of the tenancy, on the amount, 
time, and mode of payment of compensa- 
tion for any improvement that might be 
claimed for. But he also made a strong 
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claim for the maintenance of the most 
absolute freedom on the part of the tenant, 
where a dispute had arisen, to have re 
course, at the close of his tenancy, if he 
saw fit, to the machinery which this Bill 
provided, and he submitéed that the tenant 
ought not to be shut out from it by an 
agreement which might have been entered 
into years before, under circumstances 
and conditions in which he could not 
possibly contemplate the position he foand 
himself placed in at the end of 
tenancy. It seemed to him thit this was 
the most undesirable course to adopt with 
regard to both and nants. 
What wowd happen if the words were 
left in, in the case of tenants who had 
invested a large 
carrying out improvements upon their 
holdings, on the security of a tenancy 
from vear to year?) They had, of course, 
a large stake in the land, and if they 
Wished to retain their holdings 

would, in many cases, be placed in the 
position of 
signing an awyreement of this kind and 
surrendering their farms. He 
that already agreements 
entered into which excluded tenants from 
the benefits of this Bill, He ventured 
to say that a tenant in position 
wonld have a very inadequate power to 
resist the imposition upon him of a course 
of procedure which inight be very. pr 
judicial to his interests. It might very 
probably he objeete l to this Amendment 
that by Section 55 of Act of 
it was provided that the rights ot the 
ted out. But 
the fact that 


] . } + + + 
that section only protected the 


the 
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such a 


the TAS3 
tenant should not be coutrac 
he would draw attention to 


rights ot 


the tenant as regarded the claiming 
of compensation in respect of any 
improvement, and it did jot protect 
in any way the right of the tenant to 


take advantage ot dure under 
the Act. He 
contended ti 

amalgamate and bring te 
that might arise under agreements and 
custom under the provisions of the Act. 
That was eminently desir those 
who had followed cases in the courts of 
law know perfectly well that great hard- 
ship and injustice had been caused by in 


ability to enforce claims by reason of the 


the proc 
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at they wer 
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undue limitation of the law. It was 
claimed for this bil! that it would 
enable the tenant to exercise his own 


choice with regard to procedure as to 
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whether he would claim under custom or 
under the provisions of the Act or under 
a special avgreement. But that 
auswer to the argument he had _ Jaid 
before the House. It might he said 
that the power of contracting out might 
be limited to a certain extent by 
the inclusion of claims set up under 
custom or special agreement. But that 
didnot remove the main objection which he 
had to this sub-section, which placed it in 
the power of landlords to set up another 
procedure for settling the claims of their 
tenants, and for determining in their own 
favour. He thought that would be most 
prejudicial to the working of the Act, and 
would cause grievous disappointment 
among the farmers of this country. Under 
these circuinstances he begged to move 
the Amendment which stood in his name. 


was ho 


Amendinent proposed to the Bill 


“In pave 2, line 10, to leave ont the werds 


from the word ‘ariitraton’ to the word 
‘under, in line 13.7 —(Wr. Channing.) 
Question proposed, “That the words 


posed to be left out stand part or the 


vO 
a.” 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpoci, 
West Derby): The hon. Gentleman is 


quite right in ass ng that the words 
as they stand in the Bill do rive priority 


to any arrangement entered into between 
landlord and tena with wavard to the 
wmnaLord and tenant With regar LO \t 
. 1?) ; iva. te 
way in which these matters should be 
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who think with himand the ¢ 

We have this Bill 
believe in the arbitration system, but we 
that the 
free, if they so 
any arrangement they 


any citti- 


; : , 
issue between the 
rovernment, 


that we 


shown by 


also. hold) most stronely 


should be 
desire, to 
please for the 
; } : ~ rl} s 4 = 
culty that may arise. ‘There Is only 


one possible alternative to that course. If 


Vi 





make 


settlement of 


it is not to he adopted we must make the 
procedure of arbitration compulsory im 
The hon. Gentleman tells the 
House that are land- 
lords are trying to contract out of the 
Act in a way which is extremely injurious 
to the tenant. I do not deny that there 
may be cases of hardship here and there. 
But | think that even in this 

in others, the percentage of such cases in 
regard to contracts affecting agricultural 
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{il JuLty 1900} 


‘tenancies will be found to be much smaller | 


than in contracts affecting other indus- | 


tries. Does the hon. Gentleman seriously 


-ask the House of Commons to compel the | 


vast majority of owners and occupiers, | 


who are anxious and willing to make 
their own arrangements, to come under 
the Bill, simply because in a_ limited 
number of cases injustice has been done, 
or may be done in the future. [ resist 
the Amendment because I think it would 
be unwise thus to trammel both landlord 
and tenant, and I resist it also in the 
interests of the tenants themselves, 
because [ believe that they value quite as 
highly as the owner of the land, and as 
hon. Gentlemen on this side of the House, 
the right and privilege of making their 
own arrangements. I do not believe that 
they are so incapable of making arrange- 
ments as the hon. Member seems to 


sugvest. 


Mn. CHANNING: Under Sub-section 
5 they retain that power. 


*Mr. LONG: No; that is another matter 

altogether. If the hon. Gentieman’s 
Amendment is carried it will make arbi- 
tration compulsory whenever any diffi- 
culty arises. What this Bill does in the 
words which the hon. Gentleman wishes 
to strike out is to leave it to the owner 
and occupier to settle any dittculty that 
may arise by that form of arbitration 
which they themselves We are 
told that a tenant farmer may enter into 
some agreement tor a form of arbitration 
which would be unjust. I confess I have 
my doubts as to the existence of any very 
large number of these cases. But if they 
do exist [ believe we may remedy them 
not by passing a compulsory enactment 
of this kind, but by teaching farmers to 
study their own interests when entering 
upon a holding, and to see for themselves 
that they do so under conditions which 
afford them a reasonable prospect of 
success. We must teach them not to 
rely too much upon Acts of Parliament. 
The less we interfere with the relations 
between landlord and tenant the better 
it is for both parties, and that being my 
belief I ask the House to reject the 
Amendment of the hon. Gentleman. 


select. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) 
said he did not think that the right hon. 
Gentleman, by the speech he had just 
delivered, had shown any great confidence 
in the efficacy of the remedies he pro- 
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posed in the Bill. The clause as it stood 
was a direction to the landlords that they 
should devise a separate scheme of arbi- 
tration rather than have recourse to the 
system of arbitration provided by the Bill. 
Now, that was evidence of very little 
confidence in the merits of that arbitra- 
tion system. If there was any merit in 
this Bill at all, it was supposed to be in 
the process of arbitration set up in the 
second schedule, and yet it was proposed 
that any private agreement should have 
priority over that system. Surely it was 
only right they should secure to the 
tenants the benefits of the procedure set 
up by the Bill. With regard to the sug- 
vestion that the tenants should be 
careful in entering into agreements of 


this sort, surely the right hon. 
Gentleman knew it was a common 
practice to have estate rules on 


all large estates. In these rules an 
average system of arbitration was pro- 
vided for, which limited the rights of the 
‘enants, and undoubtedly care would 
he taken in the future to prevent 
tenants enjoying the benetits intended 
to be conferred by this Billi. He had 
already heard of several estates in which 
new rules had been introduced more or 
less limiting the statutory rights of the 
tenant, and they might depend upon it 
that that system of limitation would be 
continued unless the words with which 
the Amendment of his hon. friend dealt 
were struck out of the clause. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL (Yorkshire, 
.R., Holderness) said he was very glad 
that his right hon. friend had so stoutly 
resisted the Amendment. The hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire had 
heen trying to frighten the agricultural 
interest by suggesting that unfair agree- 
ments would be imposed on the tenants 
by the landlords. But that was a bogey 
of the hon. Gentleman’s own imagination, 
for the interests of both landlord and 
tenant were completely adverse to any 
proceeding. This Bill was un- 
doubtedly a step in advanee. It provided 
that in default of any agreement between 
the parties interested a certain form of 
arbitration procedure should be adopted. 
Under the old Act of 1883 such a pro- 
vision did not exist, and therefore this 
Bill was clearly an extension of the prin- 
ciple of arbitration. He thonght the 
right hon. Gentleman very correctly 
stated the position when he suggested 
that they should encourage the cenants 


such 
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themselves to see that they did not enter 
into agreements which were calculated to 
preclude them from making a fair living. 
He thought the right hon. Gentleman 
acted wisely in opposing the Amendment. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.) said he did not think the last speaker 
Was quite correct in saying that the dan- 
ger apprehended by the Member for East 
Northamptonshire was a mere bogey of 
his own imagination, because the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture had him- 
self admitted that there might be cases of 
hardship under the provisions of this par- 
ticular Bill. 


*Mr. LONG: Yes;I said there might 
be. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON said that state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman was a 
complete answer to the assertion of the 
hon. Member for Holderness. Our sys- 
tem of legislation was to legislate not for 
the good, but for the bad ; and he thought 
they ought to take care to provide a 
remedy as far as possible for all cases of 
possible grievances. Personally he was 
not very much afraid of private arrange- 
ments, and he would bitterly regret any- 
thing calculated to prevent amicable 
arrangements being come to between 
landlord and tenant, as they were con- 
stantly in all parts of the country. 
All his hon. friend desired was to main- 
tain the status quo, which would carry out 
exactly the principle approved of by the 
right hon. Gentleman—namely, that land- 
lord and tenant should have power to 
agree between themselves as to the 
amount, time, and mode of payment of 
compensation, and that if they could not 
agree their differences should be settled 
by arbitration. He agreed with his hon. 
friend, and would support him in a 
division. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I cannot help thinking that the right hon. 
Gentleman has, to some extent, uncon- 
sciously, no doubt, magnified the scope of 
my hon. friend’s Amendment, and may 
accordingly have misled some hon. Mem- 
bers as to its exact application. The 


right hon. Gentleman seemed to be 
under the impression that if this 
Amendment were adopted it would 


put an end = altogether to 
agreements between 
Commander Bethell, 


private 
landlords and 


{COMMONS} 


| tenants. 
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Of course it would have no 
such effect. Landlords and tenants would 
be quite as much at liberty to make their 
own private agreements if this Amend- 
ment were carried, as they would be if 
the clause stands as it is. The whole 
effect of the Amendment would be that 
where the landlord and tenant failed to 
come to an absolute agreement as to the 
amount, mode, and time of payment, 
recourse should be had to the machinery 
of arbitration proposed to be set up. 
Such cases would be comparatively rare, 
and, therefore, the scope of my hon. 
friend’s Amendment is very limited 
indeed, because the words in the clause 
are conjunctive, not disjunctive, and it is 
only where the parties: are unable to 
agree that recourse would be: had to 
arbitration. On the face of it the 
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clause proposes a fair arrangement. 
It is seemingly fair to say that 


the landlord and tenant may 
if they like as to the amount, mode, and 
time of payment, and that in that event 
the arbitrator is bound by the provisions 
of that agreement. That seems more oi 
less fair, but when it is taken into con- 
sideration that in many cases the land 
lord is in a superion position, and can 
dictate to the tenant, the effect of the 
clause will be that the landlord will be 
given power, if he chooses, to contract 
himself out of the provisions of the Act 
which we are taking such pains to pass in 
a perfect condition, and which we all hope 
will do some good to the agriculturists of 
the country. It is not stated in any 
clause of the Bill that the landlord or the 
tenant may contract himself out, but 
the landlord is empowered to make any 
private agreement he chooses, and in that 
event the machinery of the Act shall be 
of no effect, and the arbitrator must have 
regard simply and solely to the terms of 
that private agreement. 


agree 


*Mr. LONG: Oh,no! It is provided 
that the compensation to be given by the 
landlord to the tenant must reach the 
standard laid down in the Act as amended. 
by this Bill. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I accept the 
right hon. Gentleman’s explanation ; but 
in point of fact it comes to this: that, as 
far as arbitration is concerned, the land- 
lord and tenant can, if they choose, 
practically contract themselves out of the 
Act ; and the result will be, as. the right. 
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hon. Gentleman very fairly says—al- 
though he will not admit that there will 
he cases of injustice—that there may be 
cases in which injustice may ensue. 


*Mr. LONG: Hear, 
Mr. HEDDERWICK : Is it beyond any 


reasonable doubt that such cases will 
occur? The land legislation which this 
House has passed has been based entirely 
on the inability of tenants and landlords 
to make what would be regarded by men 
of common sense as fair agreements, be- 
cause the position of the tenants has been 
such, not only in England but in the north 


hear ! 


(11 Juty 1900} 
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of Scotland and in Ireland especially, as 
to prevent them from making any fair 
agreement at all. I suppose it is useless 
to ask the right hon. Gentleman to re- 
consider his position as regards this 
Amendment, but considering the small- 
ness of its scope and the cesirability of 
giving real effect to the machinery pro- 
posed in the Bill, | hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will accept it. 


Question put. 


The 
Noes, 70. 


House divided: — Ayes, 168 ; 
(Division List No. 206.) 
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| TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 

| William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 
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Formal Amendments made. 


Mr. CHANNING: The point raised 
by the Amendment standing in my name 
is very simple and specific, and one to 
which the tenant farmers have, in their 
various gatherings, attached exceptional 
importance. It is that the time over 

° . 1] /] hall ] . 
which a jandlord shall be 


entitlh d to set 
up a counterclaim for acts of waste « 
breaches of covenant committed by the 
tenant, which is now restricted by tl 

existing Act to four years, should be re 
stricted to two Vears before the deter- 
[ wish to lay 


mination of the tenane y. ; 
concisely before the House the grounds 


upon which I move this Amendment. — It 
has been felt in the Chambers of Agricul- 
1 in the reports of their com- 


laid yy deputa 


ture, ana 1 
mittees, which have been 


tion Al | otherwise hefore the night hon. 


mic 
Gentleman, that it is desirable, in t! 
interest of Hoth parties, that there should 
be a tine limit to these counterclaims 
for waste or breaches of covenant. | will 
at once say that if the right hon. Gentle 
man objects to the insertion of this 
Ame! lm i wtieular point. 
quit mm) 1") oO , rege 
the bi sert [ ' 
the cas } Ay dimen : “ 
Report -s 7 aur sae 
: HOW ASTI icn 
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Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Gbee, Richard 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 


Price. 


the right hon. Gentleman was a member, 
At the close of the chapter ot the Rep rt 
dealing with proposed line 
there is a summary of recommendations, 
and the sixteenth of these rec 
tions is 


amendinents, 
mmenda- 


“We recommend that the period in respect 
of which the landlord may eonsider claim for 
ucts of waste or breaches of covenant under 
Section 6 of the Act, should be limited in all 
tenancies from year to year, to a pet 10d of two 
years. 


Objection may be taken to the form of 
my Amendment, by 
recommendation of the Roval Comiis- 
sion only concerns tenancies from year to 
year. The majority of tenancies in Eng 
fand are from year to year, but this 
would not have application to ‘Scotch 
That is a matter which the 


pertec 1\ 


sa ing that the 


tenancies. 
~ crit ’ ra | ” 
right hon. Gentleman may 
easily deal with in some other portion of 
the Bill, by 


this provision. 


some form ot limitation of 
What [ insist on is that 


after having considered tue evi lence of a 





ereat nuraber of witnesses, the Reyal 
Commission did arrive at the eor =] 
that in respect ot all ter incies from veal 
to vear, tne landiord’s counterelaim 
should be limited to two years Now the 
argument for this is very simple. In 
state management ity | r bette 
wWbs Of wa Should { ' i 
the earliest possib mome It ud 
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also simplify procedure in arbitrations 
under the Act. If the Bill is left in its 
present form the landlord or his agent 
may ransack the distant past to set up 
a counterclaim for various dilapidations, 
which the landlord or his agent might 
have long since checked. The Amendment 
has the unanimous support of the Cham- 
bers of Agriculture, and the hon. Member 
for North Hampshire supported it upstairs. 
So far as I understand, the arguments 
against it are only two: first, that it was 
desirable to increase rather than diminish 
the inducements to landlords to come 
under the Bill; and, second, that the 
Statute of Limitations would operate to 
check these counterclaims if they were 
carried beyond the limits that would make 
them outrageous I concede that the 
Statute of Limitations would check 
counterclaims going beyond six years, but 
itwould not be fair to the tenant to allow 
the landlord to spring upon him a counter- 
claim for transactions going back six 
years, Which ought to have been checked 
long hefore. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 24, after the word ‘tenant,’ 
to insert the words ‘ within two years before 
the determination of the tenancy.’ ” — (Mr. 


Channing.) 


(Juestion propose:l, ‘* That those words 


be there inserted.” 
*Mr. LONG: The hon. Gentleman says 
that the Royal Commission recommended 
that in the case of tenants from year to 
year the limitation placed on the land- 
lord’s power to recover for acts of waste 
and breaches of covenant should be two 
ears ; but the Royal Commission had 
hot, in making the recommendation, got 
«fore them, as the Government have 
since had, a general reform and amend- 
ment of the law in order to make the 
position of tenants 
This proposal is one 
once with the 

uch we ask 


nore satisfactory. 
which conflicts at 

amendment of the law 
the House to adopt. The 
ntleman said that the landlord 
might ransack the 


hon. Ge 
records of a farm for 
unlimited period ii order to set up a 
counterclaim for waste and breaches of 
venants, but the Statute of Limitations 


would limit the landlord’s en rer to clo so 


ya period ot only SIX Vears 
Mr. S. T. EVANS (Glamoreanshine, 
Mid): Twenty years in the ease of 


JULY 1900; 
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*Mr. LONG: That does not interfere 
with my argument. The landlord is 
restricted in the recovery of his rights by 
the Statute of Limitations, and conse- 


quently what you do under this Bill, 
unless you take away from him the 
statutory right he now enjoys, would 


merely affect the manner in which he 
obtains redress. If the hon. Gentleman’s 
Amendment were accepted the result 
would be that the landlord would claim 
under the Act for waste for a period of 
two vears, but would still retain his right 
to claim for the further period of four 
years at common law. That would involve 
a dual procedure. The object of the 
Government in providing this machinery, 
and also in giving the landlord, for the 
first time, the power of bringing all his 
claims into a single arbitration, is, 
that all the differences between land- 
Jord and tenant may be embraced in 
one settlement. We believe it to be to 
the advantage of both landlord and tenant 
to have a complete statement of the case 
on each side. Hitherto there has been 
necessarily no knowledge on the part ot 
the tenant, in a settlement under the 
Agricultural Tenants Compensation Act, 
of the claims that the landlord mightintend 
to make at common law. — If the proce- 
dure provided in the Bill be availed of by 
the landlord, he will be able to make a 
full claim before the arbitrator, and the 
tenant and arbitrator will know what 
that full claim amounts to If the 
Amendment of the hon. Gentleman were 
adopted, this procedure would be 
materially interfered with, because the land 
lord would only claim under the Act for 
two years, while he would have an action 
at common law for four vears more or 
Lask the House not to adont the 
Amendment, not because I do not share 
the opinion of the Royal Commission, 
but because, generally speaking, the land- 
lord should exercise his rights as against 
his tenants during the tenancy, and not 
allow them to accumulate until the end 
of it. In the interests of good husbandry, 
tenant and landlord, 
it is desirable that the landlord or his 
agent should know what is being done by 
the tenant, and if he believes that there 


FOINs On, or breaches Ot COVE 


to be 


longer. 


and in those of the 


is Waste 


a 4 . > 
nants taking place. he should step in and 


stop them, or let the tenant know that Ii 


means to recover li respeet of them. 
] 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: I think my 
d wouleé be well advis: 


d to wit! 


hon, frie: 
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draw this Amendment or to re-draft it ; 
because, although there is a good desl 
in the argument he used as applied to 
tenancies from year to year, it is quite 
clear that harm would be done in the 
case of other tenancies. It is quite 
true that the Royal Commission did 
advise the limitation of the landlords’ 
claim in respect of waste to two years 
where the tenancy was from year to 
year, and the reason was obvious. 
Because in tenancies of that description 
it was always within the landlord’s 
power to put an end to the tenancy at 
the termination of the year, and if he 
allows the waste to go on from year to 
vear he has only himself to blame for 
the result. But the scope of the Amend- 
ment is not limited to tenancies from 
vear to year. There are many other 
tenanciesaffected by the Bill—for instance, 
those in Scotland, which are generally for 
aperiod of nineteen years—ani in tenancies 
of that description it is perfectly obvious 
that the landlord would have no power 
over the tenant, although he might be 
wasting the land for many years. Unless 
my hon. friend limits the application of 
his Amendment strictly to tenancies from 
year to year, I shall feel compelled to go 
into the Lobby against it. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 28, after ‘party,’ to insert 
*given by post or otherwise not later than 
seven days after the appointinent of the arbi- 
trator or arbitrators.’ ’—(.V/r. Long.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) 
said thatunderthis Amendmentthe notices 
might be sent in a halfpenny wrapper, 
and they all knew that documents in such 
wrappers often went wrong or were lost. 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) said 
that he had an Amendment on the Paper to 
the effect that the landlord should, before 
the determination of the tenancy, send in 
writing to the tenant a claim in respect 
of any waste or breach of covenant, pro- 
vided that the landlord should have the 
power, within twenty-eight days after the 
determination of the tenancy, te amend 


Mr. Hedderwick. 
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his claim in respect to dilapidations to 
buildings occurring after the claim had 
been delivered. His object was that each 
should claim exactly what he believed 
due to him, and to do away with counter- 
claims in consequence of first claims. He 
had tried to pass the Amendment up- 
stairs, but the Committee were against 
him. He was glad that the right hon. 
Gentleman had proposed this Amendment, 
that the claims should be put in not later 
than seven days after the appointment of 
the arbitrator. That was a very important 
concession, and he thought that under the 
circumstances it was very fair to both 
parties, and it had been accepted at a 
meeting of the Chamber of Agriculture 
the day before. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL was obliged 
to differ from the hon. Member for North 
Hampshire. The view of the farmers in 
the East Riding was that the old plan 
was better—that the tenant should make 
his claim, and that afterwards the land- 
lord should make his so-called counter- 
claim. He had moved an Amendment 
in that direction upstairs, but the Com- 
mittee took an unfavourable view of it. 
The right hon. Gentleman’s Amendment 
was a sort of compromise between the 
extreme view held by the hon. Member 
for North Hampshire and that held by 
himself, and he supposed that, although he 
believed it would have been better had 
the old plan been adhered to, he must 
accept what he could get. 


CoLoNeEL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon) did not think 
the Amendment would amount to very 
much in practice, because the first sub- 
section of the clause premised that the 
landlord and the tenant would first of all 
meet and endeavour to come to some 
agreement as to compensation. He 
believed that valuers would be present 
and take part in these deliberations, and 
that it would be only after they failed to 
come to an agreement that the arbitrator 
would be appointed. The Amendment, 
however, seemed to encourage them to 
go on with arbitration instead of by pre- 
liminary agreement. 


*Mr. LONG: The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman is mistaken in his view. There 
is no prohibition of a friendly discussion 
between the landlord or his agent and the 
tenant to settle their differences, as in- 





alti 
Ge 
cisi 
ago 
etfe 
off 
cov 
of 
tha 
cou 
clai 


*) 
wh 
to | 
lanc 
und 
enj¢ 
and 
Wh 
lord 
cedt 
tion 
at ci 


T 
leav 
inse 
ame 


F 
C 


next 
said 
very 
rece 
hon. 
the | 
refel 
as it 
It sa 
parti 
arbit 
party 
sing] 
exce 
that 


Vi 


0 


tO 
id 


d 


r- 
le 








1261 Agricultural {11 Juty 1900} Holdings Bill. 1262 


deed they do in a great majority of | arbitrator t here would be two arbitrators 
cases. But where that is not done, and | together with an umpire. This was pro- 
differences of opinion arise as to the | vided for both in the principal Act, and 
particular value of particular improve-| in the Arbitration Act of 1889. 
ments, or otherwise, then the arbitrator 
is called in to decide. The effect of this) THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Amendment is to compel the landlord to} Roperr Finutay, Inverness Burghs) : 
bring in his claim within seven days | If my hon. and gallant friend will excuse 
after the appointment of the arbitrator, | me, the section in the Arbitration Act 
and it would simply prevent delay. makes provision for various cases. First, 
if the parties do not agree to a single 
Mr. 8S. T. EVANS said that this | arbitrator they apply to the court to 
Amendment would effect one very serious | appoint one ; and taen there is the other 
alteration of the law. The right hon. | case where two arbitrators are appointed 
Gentleman might not be aware of a de-| with an umpire. 
cision of the Courts four or five years | 
ago, under the principal Act, to the) Qozoner MILWARD said he was 
effect that the landlord might have a set- | obliged to the Attorney General for his 
off against the tenant, but could not re- | gorrection. He thought that it would be 
cover a sum that would overtop the claim | much more simple anit Veale to go back 
of the tenant. It was perfectly clear | to the Act of 1889, and say that a single 
that under this Amendment the landlord | a ;hitrator might be appointed, but if the 
could recover the whole of his counter- | parties did not concur, then the two arbi- 
claim. 'trators with an umpire should be ap- 
“ : | pointed. He did not think that the 
*Mr. LONG: That is undoubtedly the “nahin of expense would come in, 
whole scheme of the Bill. Our object is | }ecause he could not conceive of any case 
to abolish the present law by which the |j, which each of the parties was not 
landlord can put in a claim asa set-off | accisted from the first by a valuer. He 
under the principal Act, but he likewise | was strongly in favour of a single arbi- 
enjoys his power at common law to claim | trator where both parties concurred, but 
and recover in many other matters, | i thought it would be very hard, if one 
W " = seek ap 2" to induce the land-| of them wished to have two arbitrators 
lord to bring all his claims into one pro- | , : : 
cedure, and not to have a dual sitilers- pes a ae ae ee 
tion—one under the Act, and the other | Amendment. oT 
at common law. 





Amendment proposed— 

The Amendment was amended by | ,, nige Pe ; . 
linet ont * ty went ox thereiee” Ae In page 2, line 39, to leave out sub-section 
UaVINS Y (wise and | (5) of Clause 2, and insert ‘(5) If the parties 
inserting “ by registered letter” ; and, so | concur there may be a single arbitrator ap- 
amended, was agreed to. pointed by them jointly, but if the parties do 

not concur in the a of a — arbi- 
trator, each of them shall appoint an arbitrator, 
Formal Amendments made. and the arbitrators so ap satel shall appoint 
an umpire.’ ”—(Colonel Milward.) 





CotonEL MILWARD, in moving the 
next Amendment standing in his name,| Question proposed, “That the words 
said he was very anxious, in consequence of | ‘An arbitrator shall’ stand part of the 
very strong representations which he had | Bill.” 
received from the country, that the right 
hon. Gentleman should state exactly what} *Mr. LONG: I am afraid my hon. 
the course of the procedure would be in| and gallant friend has got confused 
reference to arbitration. The sub-section, |as to the operation of the Act. 
as it now stood, he thought, was fantastic. | The Arbitration Act of 1889 adopts the 
It said, “ An arbitration shall, unless the | principle of a single arbitrator, and the. 
parties otherwise agree, be by a single | section to which the attention of the 
arbitrator.” That was to say, either} House has been called merely provides. 
party might force the other to have a| the necessary machinery for the appoint- 
single arbitrator. The law hitherto, | ment of an arbitrator or the appointment. 
except in the Scotch Act of 1889, was | of two arbitrators and an umpire in the 
that if either party objected to a single event of their being required. What my 
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hon. friend suggests is that the proposal of 
the Bill that where the arbitration proce- 
dure is adopted the presumption shall be 
in favour of a single arbitrator. The 
parties, as I have previously pointed out, 
have full power to act according to agree- 
ment, and if they desire to have two 
arbitrators they duplicate the procedure ; 
but the recommendation of the Royal 
Commissioners is that there should be 
one arbitrator. My hon. friend appears 
to be confused in his mind as to the 
duties of an arbitrator. If either party 
chooses to be advised by a_ skilled 
adviser they are entitled to employ him 
either before or after the arbitrator is ap- 
pointed. The system my hon. friend 
advocates has long ago been dealt with, 
because it really amounts to this, that 
under the system of two valuers and an 
umpire they appoint an equitable judge 
who occupies the position of a single arbi- 
trator. But those who do not require 
skilled advice can go before a single arbi- 
trator and state their case and rely upon 
his position to secure fair treatment. 
There is, therefore, absolute  free- 
dom for the parties either to pro- 
ceed on their own powers or the 
powers of their skilled advisers. All 
we say is that the court to which 
these cases come should be presided over 
by a single arbitrator who would hear 
and decide the case, rather than a court 
composed of two arbitrators with an 
umpire selected by them. It is self- 
evident that the new machinery tends not 
only in the direction of efficiency, but 
also of economy, and I hope the hon. 
Gentleman will not persist in a proposal 
which would only be destructive to a part 
of the Bill which only tends to cheapen 
the machinery. 


Agricultural 


CoLtoneL MILWARD, _ expressing 
satisfaction with the explanation of the 
right hon. Gentleman, begged leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. | 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he hoped that, 
after the remarks he had just made, the 
right hon. Gentleman would support the 
Amendment he now proposed to move, 
because that Amendment simply carried 
out the principle which the right hon. 
Gentleman had just enunciated. The 
right hon. Gentleman had pointed out a 
few moments previously that the main 
object of the Bill before the House was 


Mr. Long. 
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that in the future the court should con- 
sist of a single arbitrator. All that this 
Amendment proposed was to insure 
that that should be the procedure, and 
that there should be no possibility of any 
other procedure being adopted. There 
was a great consensus of opinion through- 
out the country as to the cumbersome 
machinery of the old Act, but after what 
the right hon. Gentleman had said he did 
not think he need labour that point. 
There was another Bill before the House 
in which the principle of a_ single 
| arbitrator was proposed without any 
appeal whatever, and although he did 
not intend to propose that such a 
clause should be put_ into _ this 
Bill, it certainly was an argument in 
favour of a single arbitrator. But if the 
clause as it now stood was incorporated 
in the Bill very little benefit would 
accrue, because the landlords would. 
| always endeavour to make such a provi- 
sion in their agreements with the tenants 
that if a tenant desired to take advan- 
tage of the proceeding under the Bill he 
would be compelled to agree to two arbi- 
trators. The object of his Amendment 
was to prevent that, and in moving the 
Amendment he was only endeavouring 
|to fortify the Bill in the direction 
which the right hon. Gentleman thought 
would confer the greatest benefit on the 
rural community. He begged to move. 





Amendment proposed— 

| “In page 2, line 39, to leave out the words, 
| ‘unless the parties otherwise agree.’”—(Mr. 
Buchanan.) 

| Question proposed, “That the words 
| proposed to be left out stand part of the 
| Bill.” 

Stir ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would not press the 
| Amendment. The Government considered 
'that the best form of arbitration was 
before one arbitrator, but it did not 
necessarily follow that that form ought 
to be made compulsory upon those who 
preferred another form of arbitration. 
All that the Government proposed was 
| that where the parties did not otherwise 
| agree there should be one arbitrator. He 
therefore hoped the Amendment would 
not be pressed. 








| Question put. 
| ‘Whe ‘House divided -—~Ayes, 


189 ; 
‘Noes, 77. (Division List No. 207.) 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
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Burt, Thomas 
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' Dilke, 


{11 Juty 1900} 
AYES. 


Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir JohnEldon | 


Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
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Hickman, Sir Alfred 
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Hobhouse, Henry 
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Howell, William Tudor 


Hutchinson, Capt.G. W. — 


Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 


| Knowles, Lees 


Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Cornw’ll) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
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Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkiman 
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Maedona, toh fe. ununing 
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M‘Killop, James 
Manners, Lord Edward W. J. 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
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Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
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Moore, William (Antrim, N). 
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Morrison, Walter 
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Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | 
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Percy, Earl 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks. ) 


Thomson 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spencer, E agg 

Stanley owe A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanle y, Edward J. oo 
Stanley, Sir H. ms (Lambeth) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Strachey, E Souter 


Talbot, hth nJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ.) 
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Tollemacue, Henry Jaines 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
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Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir J. Archibald 
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Wilson-Todd,Wim.H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hon. E.R. (Bth 
Wortley, iit. Hn. C.b.(Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 


Wryvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 

Young, Cominander (Berks,E.) 

Younger, William 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, C aptain A. 

Doog 1 a agen, 


Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
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Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 





Hedderwick, ThomasCharlesH 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb’land 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lioyd-George, David 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe ! 


Mr. BUCHANAN said the Amend- 
ment he now desired to move raised a 
question of considerable importance with 
reference to the right to appeal. The 
principle as at present laid down was that 
there should only be an appeal upon a 
question of law, but it had been pointed 
out that the only way in which an appeal 
might be taken on the schedule was upon 
a question of law and of fact as well. 
And as he read the Bill he gathered that 
at any point of the proceedings a party 
could go to the judge at the county court 
and ask him to intervene in the proceed- 
ings, which practically amounted to an 
appeal on a question of fact as well as 
law. From the county court there was 
an appeal to the High Court of England 
or the Court of Session of Scotland. The 
House had heard many explanations of 
how this Bill was to simplify and cheapen 
procedure ; but if these appeals were 
allowed, instead of the cost being decreased 
there would be a very substantial increase. 
The object of his Amendment was to carry 
out the policy of the Bill as it had been 
set forth, which was to simplify and 
cheapen the procedure, and therefore he 
hoped it would be accepted. He begged 
to move. 


Philipps, John 





Spicer, Albert 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 4, to leave out from the 
word ‘final,’ to the end of Sub-section 6 of 
Clause 2.”—(Mr. Buchanan.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 

Srr ROBERT FINLAY said the point 
of the Amendment was that if a ques- 


tion of law arose out of an arbitration | 


the decision of the county court judge 
should be final. The effect of this would 
be that there would be a great divergency 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick somone 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 


Pickard, Benjamin 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(LanesSW. 
Price, Robert John 

teid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) | 
Soames, Arthu 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 


Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell(Notts, 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Wynford 





zr Wellesley TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Buchanan and Mr. 
Wallace. 


of decisions, which surely was not desir- 
able. One opinion would be held by one 
county court judge and one by another, 
and there would be no means of reconcil- 
ing those opinions. The hon. Gentleman 
was under a misapprehension as to what 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Agriculture had 
said. It was impossible that the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
should have said that the Bill gave 
aright of appeal on a question of fact, 
because the only question for appeal was 
to be a question of law. Of course to 
arrive at the question of law the question 
of fact must be entered into, but the 
arbitrator having found the question of 
fact, his decision was binding on the 
parties. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham) said it was desir- 
able that questions of law should be 
settled once and for all. The county 
court judge was not to decide the 
law but to administer it, and if there was 
not an appeal to the High Court no 
settled decision would ever be arrived at. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would not accept the Amendment to_re- 
duce the power of appeal so that the 
appeal could only be made to the county 
court or the Sherifi’s Court, neither of 
which could give a decision which was 
binding. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, after the explan- 
| ation of the right hon. Gentleman the 


| Attorney General, begged leave to with- 
|draw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 13, after the word ‘ applies,’ 


| 


to insert the words, ‘(9) all claims, whether 
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by tenant or landlord, shall be in writing.’ 
(Mr. Channing.) 
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’— | given to the Board of Agriculture, which 
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had neither offices nor officials in Scot- 


Question proposed, “That those words | land. He begged to move. 


be there inserted.” 
Srr ROBERT FINLAY said that if 


this Amendment were carried it would 
lead to a great modification in the Bill | 
whieh was not desirable, and therefore he | 
hoped it would not ‘be pressed. 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


He | « 


had no doubt the claims would be in| 


writing. That would be in the 


course of business. 


Mr. CHANNING begged leave to 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said that the object 
of the Amendment which he now pro- 
posed to move was to render the clause 
inapplicable to Scotland. 
siderable difficulty in discussing the 
matter in the absence of his Scotch friends, 
but it appeared to him that the Govern- 
ment were here introducing in Scotland a 
new body for administrative and legal 
purposes which at present had no locus 
stundi there. New duties were being 


usual | 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 34, to leave out the word 
‘sub-section,’ and insert the word ‘section.’ 
—(Mr Buchanan.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
sub-section ’ stand part of the Bill.” 


*\Mr. LONG assured the hon. Member 
that he was mistaken. Acts were being 
administered in Scotland by officials of 
the Board, by which landlords were 


/enabled to improve their property under 


the control of the Board of Agriculture. 
Some of the most eminent and practical 
agriculturists in Scotland were acting as 


/representatives of the Board, and they 


He felt con- | 


carrying out their duties to the 
satisfaction of the community. The 
Government were therefore not introdue- 
ing a great change of policy for the first 
time in respect of Scotland. 


were 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 170 ; Noes, 
71. (Division List No. 208.) 
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Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
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Dixon-Hartland,Sir F. Dixon 
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Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir I. George 
Field, Admiral ( Eastbourne) 
Fine h, George H. 
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Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gunter, Colonel 
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; Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, ‘Laurence 
Helder, Augustus 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
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Hobhouse, Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 





Houston, R. P. 
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Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kimber, Henry 
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Penn, John 
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Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 
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Robinson, Brooke 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward:+Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
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Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
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Thornton, Percy M. 
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Kearley, Hudson E. 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 
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Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
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Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
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Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
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Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 





Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
3urns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Samuel T'. (Glamorgan | 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbt. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Oldroyd, Mark 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That further proceedings on considera- 
tion, as amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), be adjourned till To-morrow.’— 


(Mr. Mouiton.) 


Lloyd-George, David 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Maecaleese, Daniel 

MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Morgan, J. L. (Chimarthen) 
Morean, W. P. (Merthyr) 

| Moulton, John Fletcher | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Isilkenny) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjaniin | 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(Lanes,SW | 
Price, Robert John 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): This motion | 


has been made without a single word of 
explanation of the ground on which it 
has been made. I confess that I 


have | 


waited for some time to see what course | 


the Government were going to take on 
this motion, because it is in my experience 


perfectly unparalleied and unprecedented | 
that in the course of any sitting of this | 


House, when an important Government 
Bill is before the House, and is making 
rather slow progress, and with two pages 
of Amendments yet to be dealt with, a 
motion should be made for the adjourn- 
ment of the proceedings until to-morrow 
without any justification whatever. I 


Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Euvene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Williams,John Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Buchanan and Captain 
Sinclair. 

have never heard such a motion even sub- 

mitted to the House, and it is certainly 

extraordinary character. That 
view is emphasised by the conduct of the 

Government, who have allowed the 

motion to be put to the House without the 

Minister in charge of the Bill giving usa 

word with reference to the motion. Why 

should we adjourn the proceedings on this 

Bill until to-morrow? Do the Govern- 

ment intend to drop or withdraw the 

Bill? Why are we stopping the Bill 

before the House in the middle of this 

important debate? I entirely fail to 
understand what the purpose of this 
motion is, and the only hint we have to 
guide us to the discovery of the reasons 
tor this motion, and—what I attach a great 
deal more importance to—why the Govern- 
ment have received this motion on really 
an important matter, is the dark hint 
thrown out by the Leader of the House 


or an 
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yesterday when he said he understood it 
would be inconvenient for some Members 
of the House to sit after four o'clock to- 
day, and accordingly he proposed to 
suspend the discussion of this Bill. I 
contend, if that be the position of the 
Government, that they are bound to 
make their own motion in the matter, 
and to explain to the House why they 
make it. lam not surprised, from one point 
of view, that they have adopted this 
extraordinary course of throwing out this 
hint yesterday and then running away 
from their own motion and getting a 
private Member to make it, because, if it 
be true, as I have heard it alleged, that 
the only reason for adjourning the debate 
is that certain Members of the House de- 
sire to attend a garden party, it is the 
first time in the history of the House of 
Commons that public business has been 
stopped to facilitate the attendance of 
Members at a garden party. We ought 
to know what we are doing. This is not 
the first occasion when hon. Members of 
this House in great numbers have desired 
to attend a garden party. We had a 
garden party and a great entertainment 
on the occasion of the Queen’s Jubilee. 
The Government on that occasion, | be- 
lieve, suffered a defeat, and that may be 
the explanation of their conduct to-day. 
But I maintain that this is a new de- 
parture in the history of the British 
House of Commons, and the least we are 
entitled to is some exp!anation from the 
Government in support of it. I might 
mention another occasion—a much more 
solemn occasion certainly than anyone can 
pretend the occasion is to-day — that 
was the occasion of a Royal wedding 
which took place during the sitting of the 
House, when something might have been 
said on due notice in support of adjourn- 
ment. I can conceive a Minister advocat- 
ing anadjournment of public business tosuit 
the convenience of Members of the House 
on that occasion—a much more solemn 
occasion than a garden party (laughter). 
I do not see anything ludicrous in a Royal 
wedding. It will be in the memory of 
hon. Members present that on the occasion 
to which I allude no proposal was made 
to interrupt public business for the con- 
venience of gentlemen who desired to 
attend, and that the public business of the 
country in the House of Commons went 
on without interruption. I again assert 
that, as far as my knowledge goes—cer- 
tainly as far as my experience goes—the 


British House of Commons has never | 
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been adjourned or public business inter- 
rupted for the purpose of allowing Mem- 
bers of the House to attend a garden 
party, and that is what we are called 


upon to do to-day, as far as we 
can gather from the gossip of 


the lobbies, for the Minister respon- 
sible for the motion has not deigned 
to give us any information. It was the 
practice of the House for a great many 
years to adjourn on the day of a great 
national festivity—namely, Derby Day ;. 
but a body of Members from the days 
since I first entered the House set them- 
selves to abolish the practice as being a 
great abuse, and after fifteen or twenty 
years opposition, that practice, I believe, 
has been completely abolished by general 
consent, and we no longer adjourn. But 
now we are to set up a new practice, and, 
I think, a much more far-reaching, extra- 
ordinary and indefensible practice. The 
Derby comes but once a year, but who. 
can say how many garden parties we 
may have in a year? A principle is to 
be laid down and a precedent established 
to-day that we are to adjourn the House 
of Commons and stop public business 
for the convenience of gentlemen who 
wish to attend garden parties. Where 
are we to draw the line? Are 
you going to adjourn the House 
for every Minister who chooses to 
attend a garden party? [An Hon. 
Member: No.| Yes, I think we are 
entitled to know, before this precedent is 
established, where it is going to stop. If 
we adjourn the House to-day to enable 
hon. Members to attend a garden party 
at Buckingham Palace—I believe that is 
where it is to take place—why not ad- 
journ for a garden party of the Prime 
Minister? You might have a garden 
party in the country where it would be 
inconvenient for Members to attend while 
the House is sitting. The principle is 
vicious, and I say it is a bad precedent. 
If the Government were resolved to form 
this totally new principle and to set up a 
precedent in this particular matter they 
ought to have given notice to the House. 
The proper time would have been ques- 
tion time yesterday, when the Minister in 
charge of this Bill could have got up in 
his place, and said frankly, “There is to 
be a Royal garden party, and we propose 
to adjourn the House of Commons to 
enable hon, Members to go to it.” Buta 
Minister gives a dark hint that it will be 
inconvenient for certain Members to: 
attend the House this afternoon. He: 
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does not withdraw the Bill or alter the 
business for the purpose of meeting the 
convenience of hon. Members. He 
announces that public business will be 
interrupted at a certain hour for the 
purpose of enabling hon. Members to go 
to some place, the nature of which he did 
not disclose. Instead of explaining the 
grounds on which the adjournment is 
asked, he allows a private Member to start 
up and make the motion. The course of 
procedure is utterly unprecedented in the 
history of the House. 


Agricultural 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, | 
E.): The hon. Gentleman has suggested 
that there has been concealment in this 
matter. I deny that there has been any 
concealment on the part of the Govern- 
ment in connection with the motion for 
the adjournment of the debate on the 
Agricultural Holdings Bill. He spoke of 
dark hints and obscure suggestions. There 
have been no dark hints and obscure 
suggestions. There was a plain statement 
made by me last night based upon a plain 
reason which was given. The _ hon. 
Gentleman says we are starting a new 
and dangerous precedent in cutting off 
an hour’s discussion upon this Bill to-day. 
I do not stop to inquire, although 
I might if I were inclined to in- 
dulge in personalities, whether the hon. 
Member has constantly and anxiously 
laboured to prevent the unnecessary 
expenditure of the time of this House. 
Let me ask, as a plain matter of business, 
what is my duty when it comes to my | 
knowledge that it would be extremely 
inconvenient to Members of the House, 
and detrimental to public business, that 
we should carry on the public discussion 
during the remaining hour. When that 
question is put to me I answer that 
clearly it is in the general interest that 
the motion should be made, and on 
account of that general interest I pro- 
pose to support it. There is no principle 
or dangerous precedent there. How 
often, in obedience to the convenience of | 
a few Members, have not Bills been de- 
layed from one day to another where 
there was far less necessity for that course 
than in this case! It appears to me that 
we have got a plain, practical ground | 
for the course we propose to pursue. | 


{COMMONS} 


| because I have the next two Amendments 
on the Paper—I think they are important; 
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and I did it because I understood that it 
was known throughout the House that 
contentious business was to cease at a 
quarter past four. I know that hon. 
Members have left the House thinking 
that further debate on this Bill would at 
that hour cease. I certainly did not in- 


‘tend to raise any cause of dissension in 


the House. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid): 
Like the hon. Member for East Mayo, I 
object to the adjournment of this debate, 
There are one or two important measures 
which may not be discussed this session 
for want of time. The Leader of the 
House has stated once or twice that the 
adjournment is asked to-day to meet the 
convenience of Members. I think it is 
incumbent that he should tell us how 
many Members are going to the garden 
party. I had no knowledge that there 
was to be a garden party until a few 
minutes ago, when the adjournment of 
the debate was moved. I think the 


Gentlemen who are going to enjoy 
themselves at the garden party, if 
they have been privileged with a 


Royal invitation, might have allowed 
those of us who are not, to go on with 
business. With the majority the Govern- 
ment have, I do not think they need fear 
a decrease of that majority by forty or 
fifty Members. I wish the right hon. 


| Gentleman to tell us how many Members 


have received invitations, and how many 
Members will have their convenience 
interfered with. On this side, those who 
object to the adjournment of the debate 
might give way and allow those Members 
to go if there be a sufficient staff left to 
carry on the business. Why should the 
convenience of fifty or sixty Members be 
allowed to place itself in supremacy over 
the business of the country? I submit 
that the Government need not fear to go 


‘on with this Bill, because the division 


list has shown that, even when there has 
been a slight revolt on the part of the 
Government’s followers, as happened last 
night on the question of the inherent 
capabilities of the soil, there has always 
been a sufficient majority to carry any 
Amendment the Government propose or 
to refuse any Amendment brought for- 


, ward by an individual Member. 


Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Laun- | 
ceston): I wish to make a_ personal | 
explanation. I moved the adjournment 


Mr. Diilon. 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I join in the protest against the: 
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adjournment of the debate. The explana- 
tion of the hon. and learned Member 
seems to me a very peculiar one. It 
amounted to this: he has got some 
Amendments on the Paper, and he found 
that Members were leaving the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That was only a per- 
sonal explanation on the part of the hon. 
Member. It is not material to the ques 
tion before the House now. 


Mr. MADDISON: I thought it was 
more than that, and entered into the 
debate, but I shall leave that point alone. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
prefaced his remarks by stating that he 
rose to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. MADDISON: I cannot help 
thinking that this is really a flagrant 
abuse of Parliament. It is a gross 
waste of the time of the House, which 
Mr. Gladstone used to call the 
national treasure. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman in his very ingenious speech tried 
tomake out that he had to consult the 
convenience of Members of the House. 
That is quite true. Does the right hon. 
(rentleman mean to say that the number 
of Members who are going to the garden 
party is so large that it would materially 
affect the discussions in the House on this 
Bill? If the right hon. Gentleman had 
heen able to show that, we will say, 200 
or 300 Members were going to the garden 


| party, then, of course, the business of the 


House would be practically stopped ; but 
the chances are that only a small number 


this garden party. Being a Royal party 
it will be, I presume, if one has to say so, 
vlect. [Laughter.] I donot think it at 
ill follows, but I suppose in courtesy you 
have to say “select,” and therefore the 
wumber will be small. {Laughter.] Yes, 
the number of Members who have received 
invitations, I am quite certain, will be a 
very small proportion of this House. 
The right hon. Gentleman’s speech had 
u0 body in it, no substance in it, no point | 
in it, unless he can show us that the 
wumber is so large as to materially affect 
the discussion of this Bill. If he had told | 
ls that the right hon. Gentleman in 
tharge of the Bill was desirous to go to 
the Royal garden party I should say that | 
that would be a very considerable loss to 
the Bill. The right hon. Gentleman does | 
uot look as if he were going to a garden | 
jarty. I mean to say there is nothing in 
the right hon. Gentleman’s latest speeches | 
toshow that exhaustion which, I take it, a | 
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| this : 


of Gentlemen have received invitations to | 
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garden party might help to remove. In 
fact, everything was going on smoothly. 
The Bill was not being obstructed. The 
Bill was being discussed, and although, an 
ignorant townsman, I had to grope my 
way along during the discussion, I was 
able to get gleams of light even from the 
right hon. Gentleman, as well as from 
Members on this side of the House. 
I would put it to the House calmly 
and fairly—here we are in the midst 
of a Bill which deals with tenant 
rights and with the condition of farmers. 
We are constantly being told on the 
other side of the House that agriculture 
is the greatest industry. Now mark 
when we are dealing with the 
greatest industry in the country, when 
the right hon. Gentleman is telling us 
that they are fulfilling their election 
pledges, they suddenly break off in the 
middie of their work, just because there 
happens to be a gathering of Royal and 
other personages at Buckingham Palace. 
I say this solemnly, I say it earnestly, 
that no worse object lesson could be given 
to the workmen of this country than for 
this House, that is the mother of Parlia- 
ments, to be so frivolous, to be so vain, to 
have s> little regard for the nation’s busi- 
ness, as to go off at the first approach of 
Royalty. Why, the discussion of one 
clause of this Bill is worth all the garden 
parties you have in this country, and all 
the Royalties as well. [Cries of ‘ Order, 
order !”| 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentle- 
man will withdraw the words ‘and all 
the Royalties as well.” [Cries of “ With- 
draw !”| 

Mr. MADDISON: [ shall not with- 
draw for hon. Members opposite ; but if 
the Speaker says it is not in order I shall 
withdraw at once. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I 
order. 

Mr. MADDISON: Then, of course, I 
at once withdraw. When I remember 
that the right hon. Gentleman in his 
place deliberately told us that he would 
not give us one hour to discuss the 


said it was not in 


| Children’s Bill, a Bill affecting the vital 


interests of the people, and then that he 
can waste and squander an hour anda 


/quarter on a useless visit to a useless 


garden party, then I say it is a shame 
that the working people of this country 
should be so treated. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): consider that hon. Gentlemen 
3C 
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are wasting public time. This is an 
attempt to suspend the business of the 
House for a Court function. I think we 
are the representatives of the people and 
the trustees of the people. My hon. 
friend had the misfortune to be called to 
order. I will not make that mistake. I 
know perfectly well the rules of the 
House with reference to Royalty. You 
cannot refer, except in certain terms, to 
two Royal personages—the Queen and 
the Prince of Wales. You can speak as 
you like of other Royalties. [say that 
this House is forgetting its duty to the 
constituencies, and that it is behaving 
falsely to the trust placed in it, if it gives 
one moment of the public time to enable 
Members to go and masquerade in a place 
hike Buckingham Palace. The Irish Mem- 
bers come here at great inconvenience, 
and we do not wish the business of the 
House adjourned for any Court function 
whatever. We have come here to dis- 
charge serious business. If the House 
of Commons is to suspend the vital busi- 
ness of the country for any State function 
it appears to me that this kingdom is like 


Agricultural 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. SPEAKER: The question is not 
the adjournment of the House. It js 
whether the proceedings on this Bill 
should be adjourned until to-morrow. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I suppose 
we will discuss the adjournment of the 
House later on. Having regard to the 
Bill before the House, which is ostensibly 
to make the lives of agricultural labourers 
happier, I really think that a motion for 
the adjournment of the debate is a waste 
of public time. I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West  Bir- 
mingham will support the motion for the 
adjournment, and show how consistent he 
is in connection with the policy of “ three 
acres and a cow.” 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) rose 
to speak. 

Mr. A.J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 

Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 

The House 


divided ° 


Ayes, La] : 





Rome on the eve of destruction. 


Allsopp, Hon. George 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baker, Sir John 

salfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manel’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W. (Leeds) 
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Beckett, Ernest William 
Betheli, Commander 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon, James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Ha J (Birm.) 
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Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes 8. W. 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, Sir Hor. D. (Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Donkin, Richard Sim 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


Noes, 50. 
AYES. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Wim. Theodore 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. Georve 
Field, Admiral (East bourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fry, Lewis 
Galloway, William Johnson 
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Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lowles, John 
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Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
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Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Grahain 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
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Pierpoint, Robert 
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Purvis, Robert , 

tidley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Rnfrw.) 
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Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strachey, Edward 
Talbot.RtHon. JG(OxPdU niv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
rollemacke, Henry James 
lomlinsen, Win. Edw. Murray 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Crilly, Daniel 

Doogan, Pp: C. 

Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Win. (Carnarvonshire) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb land) 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gorden Swift 
M-Ghee, Richard 


Question 


put accordingly 
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Wallace, Rohert 

Welby,Sir( ‘harlesG. E. (Notts. 

Wharten,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 

Williams, John Carvell (Notts 

Wiiloughby de Eresby, Lord 

Willox, Sir John Arehibald 

Wilson-Todd,Win. H. (Yorks} 
NOES. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Maddison, Fred. 

Morgan, W Pritehard( Merthyr 

OBrien, James FL X. (Cork) 

O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 

Q’Connor, T. P. (Liverposl} 

Oldroyd, Mark 

Paulton, James Mellor 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northuinh.) | 


Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
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Runciman, Walter 
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Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. 8 ( Bath) 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Georve 

Young, Commander (Berks, E. } 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES-- 
Sir William Walrend and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, John Carvell(Notts. 
Wilsen, John (Durham, Mid) 
Woods, Samuel 

Yeung, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Captain Donelan and My. 
Dillon, 


“ That | amended (by the Standing Committee), be 


further proceedings on Consideration, as ! adjourned till To-morrow.” 


The House divided : 
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Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
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Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Elden 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H, D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville. Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Colonel 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Helder. Augustus 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, EF. Bro:lie ( Hampstead) 
Houston, R. P. 
Howell. William Tudor 
Hutchinson,Capt.G. W. Grice- 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Leighton, Stanley 
Loder, Gerald WalterErskine 
Long, Rt Hn Walter (Liverpool) 
Lowles, John 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 
Maleolm, Tan 
Manners, Lord EdwardWm. J. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 


(Division List No. 210.) 


Monckton, Edward Philip 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred(Monm’'thsh. 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute} 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Peel, Hn Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Penn, Jolin 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. SirMatthew W 
Ritehie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robinson, Brooke 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edw. rd T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Sidebottom, William(Derbsh.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Strachey, Edward 

Tabot, RtHon.J.G(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Wallace, Robert 

Welby, Sir Chas.G. E. (Notts. ) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. J. Lloyd 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
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Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Arehibald 
Wilson-Tudd, Win. H{ Yorks.) | 


{COMMONS} 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wyndham, George 
Young,Comimander (Berks, E.) 
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| TELLERS FOR THE AYES - 
Sir Willian Walrond and 


Mr. Anstrather. 


NOES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Austin, M. (Limeriek, W.) 
Bavley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Blake, Edward 

Burns, John 

burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John Willian 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 


Fenwick, Charles 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
(roddard, Daniel Ford 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Williain (Carnarvonsh. 
POST OFFICE SITES. (RECOMMITTED) 
BILL 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

{[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 

Thirsk) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1: 
Question again proposed, ‘ That 
Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I should like some explanation from the 
Secretary to the Treasury as to why 
Section 133 of the Lands Clauses Con- 
solidation Act, 1845, is exeepted. This 
section is to apply to the case of post 
office sites with certain exceptions. I 
want to ascertain from the Secretary to 
the Treasury why these exceptions to the 
Lands Clauses Act are being made. Is 
the Secretary to the Treasury prepared 
to give us some explanation why Section 
133 does not apply ! 

Mr. HANBURY : I should like to hear 
the hon. Member’s explanation of it. 

Mr. CALDWELL: Then I will give it. 
Whenever the promoters of a building 
scheme take possession of lands and 
demolish houses they are bound under 
Section 133 to pay to the rating authori- 
ties in respect of land tax and poor rate 
until the property is ready for rating 
purposes again. They are bound in the 
interval between demolishing the build- 
ings and the completion of the works to 
pay to the rating authorities the same 
rates as those authorities had received up 
to the time when the compulsory powers 
were taken. That is briefly what is pro- 
vided for in the Lands Clauses Act. I 
should like to know upon what principle 
the Government have acted in providing 
that this clause shall not apply in the case 


Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘tihee, Richard 

Morgan, W. Pritchard(Merth’r 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(Connor, Arthur ( Donegal) 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Doovan, P. C. Pickard, Benjamin 

, Pilkington, SirG A(Laness. W. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Runeiman, Walter 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shee, James John 


Sinelair, Capt. Jolin (Forfars 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, John Carvell( Notts. 
Woodhouse.Sir J.T. (H’ dd’ rsf'd 
W oods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham) 
and Mr. Maddison. 

of the property of the Government. In 

the vear 1845 the Government did not 

pay rates like other people, and they were 
under no legal obligation to make a con- 
tribution for rates. The Secretary to the 

Treasury knows perfectly well that the 

Government, during his term of office, 

have altered altogether their method of 

dealing with these matters, and they now 
admit that the Government must pay 
rates the same as anybody else. ‘The 

Government have been giving effect to 

that system in England during the past 

two or three years, and having done 
that, what grounds have the Government 
now for turning round and saying that 
during the progress of these works, when 
they demolished the buildings and 
deprived the local rating authority of the 
rateable value they got before, they 

should not pay the rates? There was a 

reason for such a course some years ago, 

but there is no reason for it now. 

What would be the effect of this upon 

the vestries of London ? You demolish a 

large building site, and the effect of your 

demolition will be that before your new 
buildings are ready for rating the vestry 
will be deprived of the rates which they 
otherwise would have received. I should 
be very glad if the Secretary to the 

Treasury would explain why the Govern- 

ment have taken this course. 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 5. W): 
I beg to call your attention, Mr. Grant 
Lawson, to the fact that there are not 
forty Members present. 

Mr. FLAVIN: And may I call your 
attention, Mr. Grant Lawson, to the fact 
that hon. Members on the opposite side 
of the House have deliberately gone out ! 

The usual interval having elapsed, and 
forty Members not being present, 


The House adjourned at ten minutes after Five of the clock, till To-morrow. 
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LORDS. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


had laid upon the Table the Certiticates 
from the the 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 


Examiners that 


ing Bills have been complied with: 


Neweastleupon-Tyne Electric Sapply. 
Newry, Keady, Tynan Light 


> | en r 
Railway ° 


and 


Also the Certificates that no Standing 
Orders are applicable to the following 
Bills : 

Local Government ¢ Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (Housing of Working Classes) 
(No. 2). 

Local Government (Lreland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 4). 


And also the Certificates that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with : 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 3). 
Local Government 
(No. 10), 
Local Government 


(No. 15). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Provisional Orders 
Provisional Orders 
faloie. 

NORTHERN RAILWAY 
(IRELAND) BILL. 

A witness ordered to attend the Select 


GREAT 


> Committee, and to produce documents. 


OLDHAM CORPORATION BILE. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported with Amendments. 

DISTRICT COUNCIL 

BILL. 

Reported without amendment. 


BRAY URBAN 


MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 
The Queen’s consent (in right of Her 
Duchy of Lancaster) signified, and Bill 
reported with Amendments. 
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GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
Report from the Committee of Selee- 

tion, That the Viscount Frankfort de 

\ontmorency be proposed to the House 

asa member of the Select Committee on 

the said Bill in the place of the Lord 

Monckton (J. Guluay) ; read, and agreed 


to. 


Business. 


PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND 
DEVONPORT TRAMWAYS BILL. 


CUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
(BRIDGES) BILL. 


CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND IM- 
PROVEMENTS BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS 


(No. 1) BILL. 
SCARBOROUGH CORPORATION BILL. 
Moved, That the Order made on the 
l2th day of March last, “ That no 
Private Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday the 26th day of June 


next, be dispensed with, and that the 


Bills be now read 2¢; agreed to; and 

Bills read 2¢ accordingly. 

PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND 
DEVONPORT TRAMWAYWS BILL. 


Committed. The Committee to be 


proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
(BRIDGES) BILL, 


Committed. 


COUN TIL 


CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND IMPROV E- 
MENTS BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 1) 
BILL. 

Committed. The Committees to 

proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


he 


SCARBOROUGH CORPORATION BILL. 
Committed. 
WELLINGBOROUGH AND DISTRICT 
TRAMROADS BILL. 
NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


GREAT INDIA, PENINSULA RAILWAY 
COMPANY BILL. 

SOUTHPORT CORPORATION 

Brough: from the Commons ; 


BILL. 


read j¢; 


‘and referred to the Examiners. 


3D 
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AIRDRIE AND COATBBIDGE TRAM-; LONDON (CLERKENWELL AND HOL- 
WAYS) BILL. BORN) PROVISLONAL ORDER BLLL. 
TRICE WATER TRUST BILL. ee oe 
BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL, Moved, That the Order of 12th March 


READING CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS) BILL. 


WOLVERHAMPTON GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the | 


Amendments agreed to. 


VALE OF RHEIDOL LIGHT RAILWAY 
BILL. 

Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed Lo. 


BURNLEY CORPORATION BILL. [HLL] 
EDINBURGH DISTRICT LUNACY 
30ARD BILL [HLL }. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 

tu, with Amendments. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 

Messave from the Commons giving 
leave to Thomas Skewes-Cox, Esquire (a 
member), to attend the Select Com- 
mittee (pursuant to message of Tuesday 
last). 

GREAT SOUTHERN 
AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BIULL [H.L. |}. 


AND WESTERN 


MIDLAND GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY 
OF IRELAND BILL [H.1.]. 
SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD AND CENTRAL 
IRELAND RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL [H.1.). 
Leave given to the Joint Committee 
report from time to time. 


GREAT 


+ 


LO 


MIDLAND GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY 
OF IRELAND BILL [#.1.}. 
Reported from the Joint Committee 
with Amendments. 
GREAT YARMOUTH PORT AND HAVEN 
BILL. 
Commons Amendments to — Lords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to, 


PROVISIONAL 
(No. 180.) 


LONDON (ST. LUKE) 
ORDER BILL. 


LONDON (SOUTHWARK) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. (No. 181.) 
Both from the Commons: read 1¢: to 
be printed; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. 


last, “That no Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time 
after Tuesday, the 26th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
Bills be now read a second time ; agreed 
to; Bills read 2" accordingly, aud com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole 
House. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


(No. 3) BILL [H.1. J. 


Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and bill to be read 3° To-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERTLES). 
No. 532. United States 
dustry of Colorado). 
No. 533. Russia (Trans-Siberian Rail- 
way). 


(Mining In- 


NAVY. 
I. Estimates. 

1. Estimate of the further Amount 
which will be required during the year 
ending 31st March, 1901, beyond the 
sum already provided in the Grants for 
Navy Services for the year (Parliamentary 
Paper No. 41, Session 1900) to meet 
additional expenditure arising on the 
under-mentioned Votes. 

2, Statement of the First Lord of the 
Admiralty explanatory of the Additional 
Estimate for Her Majesty's Navy for the 
vear 1900-1. 

Il. BorLers. 

1. Memorandum respecting Water-tube 
Boilers in Her Majesty’s ships. 

2. Statement of the First Lord of the 
Admiralty respecting Water-tube Boilers 
in Her Majesty’s ships. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 

Extracts from forthcoming Code of 
Rules and Regulations of the Commis- 
sioners of National Edueation, Ireland, for 


the year 1900-1. 
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New Rules and Regulations in operation | 
for the year 1900-1. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered | 
to lie on the Table. 
PETITION. 
VIVISECTION. 
Petition for restriction of the practice 
of; of meeting in London; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF 
SHIPOWNERS AND OTHERS) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 

Order of the Day forthe Second Read- 
r read. 


Oo 
o 


In 


*Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, this is 
rather an important bill, although we 
have the advantage of the fact that it 
comes up from the House of Commons 
with the unanimous support of that 
House, it having passed through all its 
stages there without a division. The 
object of the Bill is to limit the excessive 
amount of liability to which shipowners 
and dock-owners and others are subject 
under the present law. It has been under 
the consideration of all those who are in- 
terested for a considerable period, and the 
outcome of a conference between all the 
parties practically and financially in- 
terested is the present agreement, which 
has been carefully considered, and has 
been embodied in the Bill. The Bill 
has not only been before a Standing 
Committee of the House of Commons, 
but it has been thoroughly thrashed out 
in that House, with the assistance of the 
Solicitor General and the Board of 
Trade. The whole question, there- 
fore, comes before your Lordships 
with very goed credentials. It has the 
unanimous approval of the House of 
Commons and of the whole body of ship- 
owners and dock-owners, harbour authori- 
ties, and other conservancy — bodies 
throughout the United Kingdom. Under 
those circumstances it is not necessary 
for me to argue to your Lordships at any 
length upon the necessity of the measure. 
I could give your Lordships a number of 
instances to show that great hardship has 
heen imposed upon both dock-owners and 
shipowners in respect of the unlimited 
liaulity to damage at present imposed 
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upon them. Both parties desire that 
their liability shall be limited, and this 
Bill represents the agreement they have 
arrived at. The object of the Bill is, in 
the first clause, to limit the liability of 
shipowners in relation to “ fixed objects”; 
and, in the second clause, to give a cor- 
responding reciprocal relief in regard to 
liability for damages to dock-owners, har- 
bour authorities, and others. The Bill 
does not interfere in any degree with the 
question of damages in respect of loss of 
life at sea. It does not put forward any 
new liability whatever. It asks, in the 
first clause, that the Section 503 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act of 1894 shall be 
extended to “ fixed objects.” Under the 
law as it now stands, the liability of ship- 
owners fordamagedone to “ property atsea” 
inflicted accidentally is limited to £8 per 
ton. It does not appear to men of com- 
mon sense, and those interested in the 
trade, and others that there is any reason- 
able objection to that limitation being 
extended to “ fixed objects.” I will read 
to your Lordships a few words from the 
section to which [ have alluded. Sub- 
section (1) of Section 503 of the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act of 1894 enacts 
that— 

“The owner of a ship shall not be liable to 
damages beyond the following :unounts :— In 
respect of a damage to vessels, voods, 
merchandise, or other things, whether there be 
in addition loss of life or personal injury, or 
not, an aggregate amount not exceeding eight 
pounds for each ton of their ship’s tonnage.’ ” 
But, my Lords, no such limitation exists 
by law for damage to “land, fixed piers, 
docks, canals, wharves, or landing stages,” 
and, as [ have said, there does not appear 
to men of common sense any reason 
against such limitation. It is a very 
difficult thing to know what the value of 
docks and harbours and canals are at the 
present time. You cannot assess them by 
tons as you do ships. Now, this is not a 
new limitation, because [ am informed 
that it actually exists in France at the 
present moment, and that legislation is in 
progress in other countries in the same 
direction. By the first clause of the 
sill it is proposed to extend this pro- 
vision of Section 593 of the Act of 1894 
to the “ fixed objects” I have mentioned. 
It is not a referential clause: it is per- 
fectly plain and clear. It enacts that 
the limitation shall 
“extend and apply to all cases where (with- 
out their actual fault or privity) any loss 
or damage is caused to property or rights or 
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any kind, whether on land or on water, or 
whether fixed or movable, by reason of the 
improper navigation or management of the 
ship.” 

I believe that as a matter of fact no one 
takes exception to that clause. The only 
difficulty that arises is that whilst the 
dockowner and the harbour authorities 
and the conservaney hoards are willing to 
grant that limitation in the case of ship- 
owners, they ask for reciprocal 
legislation on their own account, on the 
ground of the large size and tonnage of 
the vessels now built. = Mr. 
MeArthur, who had charge of the Bill in 
the House of Commons, speaking on the 
Second Reading,* said 


some 


being 





“We recognise that the contention is a rea- 
sonable one, and therefore shipowners not only 
assent to that contention, but they are willing 
to assist in every way the action of the dock 
authorities to have a clause to that effect 
inserted in the Bill in Committee. We are 
willing to concede to the dock authorities a 
corresponding limitation to that which we 
claim for the shipowners.” 

The second clause of the Bill is the 
unanimous result of the deliberations of 
the shipowners and dockowners and others 
interested, and of a very useful discussion 
both in the Standing Committee and in 
Committee of the whole House, in which, 
although several Amendments were moved 
and some few were accepted, there was 
no division of opinion whatever and no 
division took place. The first clause 
of the Bill is very easy to follow, 
because it is simply an extension of the 
principle of the Act of 1894. The second 
clause is rather technical, and it may 
appear at first sight to be rather illogical ; 
but Iam bound to say that, having looked 
into the question myself before I took 
charge of the Bill, and having had some 
considerable knowledge of merchant 
shipping legislation during my connection 
with the Humber ports for twenty years, 
I believe that it is a good working agree- 
ment and is quite practicable. Under 
Clause 2, the “aggregate liability” of 
dock and harbour authorities and other 
conservancy boards will not exceed £8 
per ton; but I wish to point out dis- 
tinctly that the maximum liability will 
not be based on the damage done to any 
individual vessel or on the damage done 
to any dock, but on the tonnage of the 


* For Second Reading Debate in the Com- 
mons, see The Parliamentary Debates | Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxx., page 1366; for Debate on 

sill as amended by Standing Committee, see 
Vol. Ixxxiv., p. 1226. 


Lord Heneage. 
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largest ship which has been within the 
area over which such dock or other 
authority has jurisdiction within five 
years previous to the accident. This 
sum would be apportioned in any acci- 
dent between one or more vessels that 
might be damaged, the damage being 
assessed on the actual value of the vessels 
and of the cargoes on board of them. [have 
here some instances of how that would 
work, but I do not think it is a wise 
thing on the Second Reading to give 
figures, because it is impossible for any- 
one to discuss them at the moment, and 
I therefore content myself with saying 
that in Committee I shall be perfectly 
ready to give the cases, and to show that 
whilst this provision may not seein 
very logical, we know exactly what are 
the results that will be incurred by the 
Bill, and we are perfectly prepared to 
meet them. There is one other point 
with regard to the second clause to which 
[ should like to call your Lordships’ 
attention. It is not though» fair that the 
maximum liability should be increased 
because some vessels of a very large size 
may have been within the area which do 
not usually come into the port ; it is not 
cons:dered reasonable that the measure of 
liabilitv should be fixed by the fact of 
some very large vessel having accidentally 
come within the area for shelter, or just 
to load mails and passengers. ‘Therefore 
there is a proviso to this clause thata 
ship is not to be deemed to be within the 
area 

“by reason only that it has taken shelter 
within or passed through such area on a 
voyage between two places both situated out- 
side that area, or has loaded or unloaded 
mails and passengers within the area.” 

These latter words were expressly put in 
in the House of Commons to protect the 
port of Queenstown. My Lords, this 
agreement, as [ have said, is the result of 
the unanimous decision of the men of busi- 
ness and practical common sense, men who 
alone are interested financially and practi- 
cally in the limitation of liability, either 
as receivers of damages or as payers of 
damages, and they ask your Lordships to 
join with the House of Commons in 
giving it Parliamentary sanction. Before 
[leave this subject I should like to tell 
your Lordships what was the opinion of 
Her Majesty’s Government by _ their 
authorised spokesman before the Bill left 
the House of Commons. Sir Edward 
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Carson, speaking in Committee on the 
Bill as Solicitor General, said— 

* Certainly the proposal to which exception 
is taken is not a logical or ideal proposal. 
The Board of Trade, howeyer, have en- 
deavoured to obtain as far as possible the 
views of the great shipowners and associations 
represented, and in the same way they have 
the opinion of the dockowners, that the pro- 
posal as to limitation is the only one they can 
agree upon; and it has been embodied. — If 
the Bill is not passed there will be no limita- 
tion at all.” 


An‘, in replying later to a suggested 
Amendment, the Solicitor General said— 
* The Government would not depart from 
their attitude of agreement with what was 
acceptable to all parties concerned.” 
and [ venture to hope that the Govern- 
ment will not depart from it in this 
House. Your Lordships will bear in mind 
that this Bill has nothing to do with loss 
of life at sea and imposes no new liability 
which does not exist under the present 
law. The second clause was submitted 
to the closest examination by the officials 
of the Board of Trade and by the Stand 
ing Committee on Trade in the House of 
Commons. It was thoroughly discussed 
in Committee of the whole House, and 
no division was taken upon the Bill. The 
ill is based on mutual reciprocity and 
the terms of the agreement are in the 
Bill ; and having regard to the credentials 
of the Bill and its unanimous adoption by 
the House of Commons, I feel fully justi- 
fiel in recommending the principle and 
clauses of the Bill to your Lordships’ 
favourable consideration. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.’—( Lord Heneaye.) 


Lorp MACNAGHTEN: My Lords, I 
do not rise to object at all to the Second 
Reading of this Bill. I think that, as 
the shipowners and the dock authorities 
have come to an agrecment that the 
liability of the dock authorities should be 
limited, your Lordships will be disposed 
to carry out that agreement. I only rise 
to mention a very small matter. I am 
speaking now in the interests of the dock 
authorities of Belfast. As I understand, 
the measure of liability is to be the ton- 
nage of the largest vessel which in 
ordinary normal Cases trades to a port. 
Your Lordships may perhaps know that 
in Belfast very large vessels are built, 
which, as soon as they are built and fitted 
out, go away and trade to other ports, 
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and their tonnage is very much in excess 
of the tonnage of the ordinary vessels 
going to Belfast. Now, I should hope 
that as the House of Commons has made 
exception in favour of vessels which only 
unload mails at Queenstown, a similar 
exception may be made in favour of the 
docks of Belfast in regard to those enor- 
mously large vessels which are built there 
but do not trade to the port. I propose te 
submit to your Lordships an Amendment 
to carry that out, and | hope my noble 
friend will give it his favourable con- 
sideration. 


*THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of BurvetH): My 
Lords, I rise to state to the House what 
the attitude of the Board of Trade will 
be in regard to the proposals now con- 
tained in this Bill. The noble Lord, I 
think, stated accurately the history of the 
circumstances under which this Bill is 
presented to the House in the form in 
which it now appears, and he told your 
Lordships that it had come to this House 
without a division in the other House of 
Parliament. I think that is accurate, 
but it will be entirely a mistake to 
suppose that the bill as now _ pre- 
sented to this House is in the same 
form or anything like the form in which 
its promoters introduced it into the other 
House of Parliament. The fact is that 
for a short Bill of the kind, it has, I 
think, been as much if not more changed 
and been the subject of more different 
changes than almost any other Bill of a 
similar length of which I have had ex- 
perience. As introduced in the other 
House of Parliament it contained a clause 
limiting the lability of shipowners for 
damage to “fixed property ”—and in 
fact, L think IL may say all kinds of pro- 
perty, whether the property was on land 
or on water, whether it was fixed or 
movable—to the amount of £8 a ton. 
To that clause the then Attorney General 

now known to us here as Lord Alver- 
offered no opposition, but he did 
on behalf of the Government oppose the 
second clause of the Bill, which altered 
the mutual lability for damage as_be- 
tween British and foreign shipowners, 
and that clause in consequence of the 
opposition of the Govenment was with- 
drawn in Grand Committee. When that 
stage had been reached the owners of docks 
put in their word and thought that, if 
there was to be this further limit of 


stone 
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liability of shipowners to damage in re- 
gard to their property, there ought to be 
some reciprocity in the matter, and that 
they ought to have a limit of damage for 
which they might be made liable in the 
event of damage by the action of their 
servants to the property of the ship- 
owners. To that principle the late 
Attorney General gave a general assent, 
hut it is not easy to see the logic of the 
¢lause which has been devised. The noble 
Lord who introduced the Bill said quite 
frankly that when you look at it at first 
sight it seems to be illogical. I venture 
to suggest to the House that the more 
you look at it the more illogical it is 
likely to appear, and I think the remarks 
which the noble and learned Lord below 
the gangway has made show that this is 
a clause in the nature of a compromise, 
and when there is cake going (so to 
speak) everyone wants to have a slice. 
Queenstown has protected itself by an 
Amendment in the other House; now 
there is a plea on behalf of Belfast ; 
and, if the plea of Queenstown was 
logical and to be admitted, it seems to 
me it will be rather difficult to find a dis- 
tinct principle against the suggestion 
made by the noble and learned Lord. 
But, my Lords, the real case for this Bill 
is not I think the soundness or the logical 
nature of the provisions which are con- 
tained in it; the only case there is for 
it I think is that it is a matter of 
agreement as between the parties chiefly 
interested as the noble Lord says. 
Whether that is a sufficient reason for 
placingupon the Statute-book a Bill which 
even its own parents do not, [ think, 
regard as perfect, and which they have 
been fully warned is a Bill which, as 
a matter of legal interpretation is full of 
doubt and full of difficulty, is a matter 
upon which I certainly expected that 
some of the legal talent in this House 
might have something tosay. My Lords, 
the history of Clause 2, which is the 
clause to which I more particularly refer, 
is this, As | have said, when the liability 
of the shipowners to the dock-owners was 
being limited, the dock-owners asked that 
their liability to the shipowners should 
also be limited, and it was suggested, and, 
in fact, at one time agreed, that the 
liability of the dockowners should be 
fixed at a rate not exceeding— 

“£8 for each ton of the tonnage of the largest 
registered British ship which, at the time of 
such loss or damage vvcurring, is, or within 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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the period of five years previous thereto his 
been within the area over which such dock 
or eanal owner, harbour authority, or con- 
servancy authority, performs any duty or 
exercises any power.” 
That was found not to be satisfactory, 
and the clause was amended by the Grand 
Committee so as to confine it to the 
largest ships which had traded to or from 
the port. But the clause was again 
amended by the House so that as the 
3i1l now comes up to your Lordships it 
provides that the damage is to be based — 
“On the tonnage of the largest ship which 
has been within the area over which such 
dock or other authority has jurisdiction within 
five years previous to the accident,” 


Shipping Bill. 


with a proviso excusing vessels taking 
shelter or merely passing through the 
area. That last proviso is the cone to 
which the noble and learned Lord alluded 
in his remarks to the House. | am sure 
the noble Lord in charge of the Bill did not 
intend to give an erroneous impression to 
the House, but he quoted sGme words of 
the present Solicitor General, as if the 
Government had in any way made them- 
selves responsible for the Bill. That is 
not so, and so far from that being so, the 
present Attorney General, Sir Robert 
Finlay, remarked in Grand Committee 
“that the clause as it now stands would 
givea great deal of work to the lawyers,” 
and “that he knew nothing analogous to 
it in law.” In spite of that, as I have said, 
itis an agreement between the two chief 
interests principally concerned—the dock- 
owners and the shipowners. It is a matter 
of compromise between them, a matter 
with which, as I have said, not only are 
they satisfied, but apparently, from the 
communications which have reached 
the Board of Trade, they are clearly 
desirous of seeing passed into law. And 
under those circumstance—as the legal 
profession contains many estimable men 
-if the dock-owners and the shipowners 
like as between themselves to run the 
risk of the litigation which they are 
warned will ensue, it does not seem to 
the Board of Trade that it is necessary 
for the Board of Trade to interfere and 
prevent thisagreement being carried out. 
Therefore, I am instructed to say, on 
behalf of the President of the Board of 
Trade, that as he is perfectly aware that 
there would be considerable, in fact, I may 
say bitter, disappointment in shipping 
circles if this Bill were not passed, on the 
whole the Board of Trade are inclined to 
recommend the House to pass the Bill. 
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Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of HaLspury): My Lords, I am very re- 
luctant to interpose for a moment where 
everybody seems to be so harmonious, 
but [ am bound to say that it seems to 
me that the second clause which has been 
referred to is both illogical and absurd, 
and I should think in practice it is hardly 
susceptible of being administered without 
a degree of litigation which, however 
profitable to those engaged in it, I should 
have thought would not be of advantage 
to those persons who are principally 
interested. Your Lordships, I think, 
can hardly take in—no one, [ think, 
would be able to take in without con- 
siderable reflection on the subject—the 
sort of proposition which is to he laid 
down in order to limit liability. The 
question of so much per ton is, of course, 
not very easy to apply to docks or 
harbours. They are not weighed, and 
you cannot tell what their tonnage is, 
which is the proposition with which you 
have to deal. ‘Then, in order to get rid 
of that difficulty the reciprocal advantage 
by the dock or harbour authority is 
that they are to have when the 
accident occurs a calculation about 
what is the largest British ship that has 
been there within a period of five vears. 
I can imagine a great many interesting 
controversies arising upon that. Then 
somebody suggested that if you take five 
years and find out all the ships that have 
ever gone in and out of the docks during 
that period, and then consider which was 
the biggest of them, and take that as your 
standard, some huge ship which came into 
the docks simply through stress of weather 
would be included. Then comes this in- 
teresting compromise, “ Well, although it 
has been within the area during the tive 
years, you must consider that it has not 
heen within the area during the five 
vears,” and soon. That is the sort of 
legislation which your Lordships are asked 
to pass. As I say, I do not like to inter- 
fere when everybody is so harmonious, but 
I can only say that there is one class of 
Her Majesty’s subjects who do not appear 
to have been considered in this compro- 
mise —namely, Her Majesty’s judges, who 
will have the administration of this piece 
of legislation. It is therefore not with- 
out protest that I abstain from moving 
the rejection of such a clause as this. It 
seems to me to be an extremely absurd 
clause, extremely difficult to administer, 


and I cannot help thinking that it is not 
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a particularly good precedent to say that 
because two interests in the country are 
agreed upon it the Houses of Parliament 
should be induced by reason of that agree- 
ment to pass legislation which nobody 
can venture to say is either reasonable or 


profitable. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2* 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House to-morrow. 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL [H.L.). 
[SECOND READING.] 
Order of the Day for the Second 
teading read. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBouRNE): My Lords, 
the Bill which I have asked your Lord. 
ships to read a second time is a Bill 
proposing to improve some details of 
county court administration in Ireland, 
and I think it will be found very useful 
in practice. It has been brought to my 
notice for some years by deputations and 
correspondence and references in the 
press that there are many matters in 
which there might be some advantageous 
changes made in Irish county court 
procedure, and my attention has been 
directed to the circumstance that there 
are many provisions of the English 
county court procedure that might 
be adopted with advantage in Ireland. 
The result of my consideration is found 
in the present Bill, which, of course, 
largely deals with details. I may say we 
propose, among other things, to make 
provision for the service of default sum- 
monses and for the enforcement of decrees 
in a better way, also for giving a seal to 
the county court; and there are provisions 
with :egard to the attachment of debts 
and for the facilitating and cheapening of 
proof and various other matters of im- 
portant detail connected with administra- 
tion. Iam ready to explain any of those 
matters when we get to the next stage, 
but I think your Lordships will be 
satisfied on the present occasion with this 
short statement, and accord the Bill a 
Second Reading. 


Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House To-morrow. 
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CRUELTY TO WILD ANIMALS IN 
CAPTIVITY BLLL. 
House in Committee (according to 


Order). 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD ex- 
plained that, in order to carry out the 
statement he made on the Second Reading 
of the Bill, he had drafted and now pro- 
posed certain Amendments to Clause 2. 
Th: 4 ee ; : ¢ 

1at clause was not intended to interfere 
with any sports ; and to make the matter 
quite clear, he moved Amendments which 
would result in Clause 2 reading as 
follows :— 

* Any person shall be guilty of an oifence 
who, whilst an animal is kept in close contine 
ment, or is maimed, pinioned, or subjected to 
any appliance or contrivance for the purpose of 
hindering or preventing its escape from such 
confinement, shall by wantonly or unreason- 
ably doing or omitting any act,—cause or per- 
mit to be caused any unneccessary sulfering to 
such animal ; or shall eruelly abuse, infuriate, 
tease, or terrify it, or permit it to be so 
treated.” 


The Amendments were agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee, and to be printed, as amended. 


a 
[No. 182. | 


COLONIAL STOCK BILL [u.1.}. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


(PREVENTION OF 

DENTS) BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 

Order), and Bil! to be read 3¢ To morrow, 


RAILWAYS ACCI- 


ASSESSMENTS 
BILL. 
Order), and 


ECCLESIASTICAL 
(SCOTLAND) 
] 


Read 3¢ (according to 


passed. 


IMITATION OF COUNTY COURT PRO- 
CESS BILL [H.1.]. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order); Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


{LORDS} 
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COPYRIGHT BILL [i.t.]. 
Read 3¢ /aceording to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES~— 
FREE DISTRIBUTION TO PEERS. 
*LorpD HAWKESBURY: My Lords, 
I rise to ask the Prime Minister whether 
arrangements can now be made by which 
Peers may be supplied with copies of 
The Parliamentary Debates in the same 
way as Members of che House of Com- 
mons. [should like to explain that I am 
not asking that these papers sliould be 
cireulated to Members of this House. be- 
cause it is obvious that if, as is possible, 
many Members m vy not care to have them, 
a request for 600 more copies to be printed 
would 
sary and wasteful expense to be incurred. 
I am only asking that Peers may be 
placed in the same position as Members 
of the House of Commons, and may be 
able to obtain the Delites 
I understand that im the 
Commons Members may 
Debates ine daily “parts by 
request for them upon the 
which is issued to them, or 
general order for the bound volumes to 
be sent them as completed, 
When J put this question to the noble 
Marquess at the head of the Government 

| 


a vear ago, his reply was 


be asking for a very unneces- 


eat application, 

House of 
obtain the 
filling up a 
Pink Paper 


hy oN ine’ a 


they are 


that it was 
impossible to make anv change in the 
arrangements during that vear, because 
no Estimate had been voted: but as he 
was good enough to say that the matter 
should receive consideration during the 
have ventured to 
question now, im the hope that the 
authorities of the Treasury, who have 
no doubt considered the matter since 
that time, have been able to consider it 


recess, | repeat the 


lave yarably. 


THE LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): My Lords, it will be satisfactory 
to the noble Lord to hear that 1 an 
authorised by the Prime Minister to say 
that if any Peer will apply for 7Z/ 
Parliamentary Debates to the Printed 
Paper Oilice, he will receive them. 


House adjourned at a quarter- 
past Five of the clock, till 
Lo-morrow, half-past Ten ot 
the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 12th July, 1900. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
SPALDING URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(WATER) BILL. (BY ORDER.) 
Order read for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [5th July], ‘“ That 
this House doth agree with the Lords 
Amendments in page 6, line 21, to leave 

out from $1889,’ to end of Clause 9.” 


(Juestion again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


Mr. RECKITT (Lincolnshire, Brigg) : 
Before this Bill goes through, I should 
like to state that the matter raised in 
this House last week with regard to the 
position of two of the employees of the 
company has been settled. The engineer 
is to receive £340 as compensation from 
the water company, while the collector is 
to continue in his post and become the 
servant of the urban district council. This 
being satisfactory to both parties, [ think 
it right to put the House in possession of 
the terms of settlement. 

(Question put, and agreed to. 

Subsequent Amendment agreed to, 
EXMOUTH URBAN DISTRICT WATER 

BILL [Lords]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. |New Title. ] 

FALKIRK CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 

A Verbal Amendment made ; Bill read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments, 

FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 

WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL{| Lords]. 
Read the 


Queen's consent. signified, 
amend- 


third time, and passed, without 
ment, 
RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Ktead the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 
LONDON (ST. MARYLEBONE) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Reported, without amendment {Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the ‘Table. 
time To- 


Bill to be read the third 


morrow. 
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, ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without amendment [Pro- 
| visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time ‘To- 
morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BELL [Lords]. 
Reported, without amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders eontirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bill to be 
morrow. 


read the third time To- 


CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


GAS ORDERS 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To- 
morrow. 


VALLEY RAILWAY BILL 


| Lords]. 


DEARNE 


Reported, without amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL [ Lords]. ri 
BURY AND DISTRICT WATER 
(TRANSFER) BLLL [Lords]. 


MERSEY RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


RAWMARSH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL (LRAMWAYS) BILL [Lords] 
Reported with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


WESTGATE AND BIRCHINGTON 
WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 
Bill to be read the third time. 


AND DAL- 
(ABAN- 


MUIRKIRK, MAUCHLINE, 
MELLINGTON RAILWAYS 
DONMENT) BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without amendment; Re- 

port to lie upon the Table, and to be 

printed. 

MARGATE PIER AND HARBOUR BILL 

{Lords}. 


Reported with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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PRESTON CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 

teported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills 


(Section A), with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Questions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to the Gas Pro- 
visional Order (No. 3) Bill, with an 
Amendment. 


That they have agreed to the North 


Metropolitan Railway and Canal Bill 
and the Lee Conservancy Bill, with 
Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“ An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating 
to Ashton-under-Lyne Corporation Tram- 
ways, Garston Tramway, Gorton Urban 
District Council Tramways, Plymouth 
Corporation Tramways, Taunton Tram- 
ways, and Warrington Corporation Tram- 
ways.” Tramways Orders Confirmation 


(No. 4) Bill [Lords]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time: referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 292.} 


PETITIONS. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN (NO. 2) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Blaby 
Kirkdale ; to lie upon the Table. 


> and 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Extracts from forth- 
coming Code of Rules and Regulations of 
the Commissioners of National Education 
in Ireland fer the year 1900-1901 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY (ADDITIONAL 
1900-1901), 


ESTIMATE, 


Estimate presented, of the Further 
Amount which will be required during 
the year ending 31st March, 1901, 


‘COMMONS} 


Wuestions, 1504 
beyond the Sum already provided in the 
Grants for Navy Services for the year 
[by Command]; referred to the Com- 
mittee of Supply, and to be printed. 
[No. 270.] 


NAVY (STATEMENT EXPLANATORY 
OF ADDITLONAL ESTIMATE). 
Copy presented, of Statement of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty explanatory 
of the Additional Estimate for Naval 
Services for the year 1900-1901 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY (BOILERS). 

Copy presented, of Memorandum re- 
specting Water-Tube Boilers in Her 
Majesty’s Ships [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the ‘Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
Nos. 532 and 533 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
LATEST NEWS. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) asked whether there 
was any fresh news from China. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY ~ For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): We have no news 
from Peking, nor have we any confirma- 
tion of the various reports which have 
reached us through native sources. We 
have received the following message from 
the Commander-in-Chief, vid Chefoo :- 

“ Tientsin, July 7 —Chinese continue snip- 
ing, often shelling the settlements. They are 
extending their lines along Lutaian C anal, to 
the north-eastwards, and appearing in greater 
force to the west of the city. Yeste rd: Ly we 
bombarded city and immediate suburbs, which 
stopped Chinese yun fire for some time. 
French settlement and railway station most 
subjected to attack. To-day another bom- 
bardment will take place as yesterday. Am 
steadily getting more guns up. Ten thousand 
troops now here, more required, but both 
Russian and Japanese expected. 


ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 


Ecclesall): Is the edict pub- 


Sir E. 
(Shettield, 


lished in this morning’s papers, purport- 
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ing to be issued hy the Chinese Govern- 
ment, authentic or not ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have stated that 


I have no fresh news from Peking. 


Mr. MONK (Gloucester): Is it not 
possible for the Government to obtain 
authentic information from the Chinese 
Minister at this Court ? 


[No reply was given. | 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): When will the Financial Vote 
with regard to China be taken ? 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): [ am afraid that I cannot give any 
promise at present. 


ALLIED 
THE 


FORCES 
BRITISH 


COMMAND OF THE 
-COMMAND OF 
FORCE. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether Her Majesty’s Government have 
arranged for a British officer of rank and 
experience to command the allied forces 
in China; and when General Sir A. 
Gaselee will arrive at Ta-ku. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Sir A. Gaselee, 
who is to command the forces sent to 
China, is an officer of experience and 
ability, and he will have the local rank of 
lientenant-general. He is expected to 
arrive at ‘Ta-ku about the 23rd of this 
month. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: The 
right hon. Gentleman has not answered 
the last part of my question, as to who is 
to command the allied forces. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 


answer to give to that question. 


Str E, ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : Has 
any decision been come to as to the com- 
mand? It is very important. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have told 
my hon. friend that I have no information 
to give him on the subject. 


ANGLO-JAPANESE UNDERSTANDING. 
Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 


ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 


(Questions. { 12 Juty 1900 \ 
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(Juestion s. 


‘can state whether an understanding or 


agreement has heen come to between 
Great Britain and Japan in connection 
with the situation in China. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The communi- 
cations which have passed between Her 
Majesty’s Government and Japan relate 
only to the prompt despatch of troops, 
and those communications will be laid on 
the Table with the Papers. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say who is going 
to pay the expenses of the Japanese 
troops ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! Notice 
of that question should be given. 


ORIGIN AND WARNINGS OF THE OUT- 
BREAK—SIR CLAUDE MacDONALD'S 
DESPATCHES. 

Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask the 
Under Seeretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether Sir Claude MacDonald 
called the attention of the Foreign Office 
to statements in the Chinese papers re- 
garding an organised agitation to extir- 
pate foreigners in China which was ex- 
pected to break out this year; and 
whether he advised that adequate pre- 
cautions should be taken to meet such an 
emergency. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Sir Claude Mac- 
Donald did not call the attention of the 
Foreign Office to any such statements in 
the Chinese papers, but he reported upon 
the existence of various inflammatory 
placards, to which he had drawn the 
attention of the Tsung-li-Yamen. The 
only precaution he advised previous to 
the outbreak was the despatch of a guard 


to the Legation and a man-of-war to 
Ta-ku. Both of these steps were taken. 
BRITISH EXPORTS OF AMMUNITION 


TO CHINA. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): [ beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether he has any know- 
ledge of the number of guns and the 
quantity of ammunition which has been 
since 1895 exported from this country to 
China by Kynoch’s Ammunition Com- 
pany and by the Birmingham Small 
Arms Company, Limited. 

UNDER SECRETARY oF 
FoR WAR (Mr. WynpbHAM, 


*THE 
STATE 
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{COM 


Dover): As I have already stated, there 


1s no objection to a Return showing the | 


total quantity of guns and ammunition 


of various kinds sent to China from firms | 


in this country ; but I do not think it is 
desirable to publish the figures for any 
particular firm. I may say, however, 


that neither of the firms named by the | 


hon. Member manufactures guns. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: On 
day? last the hon. Gentleman told us 
exactly how much ammunition was 
furnished by a German firm ; on Thursday 
he declines to vive the same information 
abouta Birmingham firm, 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Is the hon 
Gentleman aware that the chairman of 
this firm is gentleman called Arthur 


Chamberlain / 
Mr. WARNER (Statfordshire, Lieh 


field) Has the importation of arms into 
China been stopped even now ! 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask for 
notice of thet. Whether we have the 
power to stop it involves an 
point of international law. As 
know, we are not 


t abstruse 
far as | 


at war with China. 


INDIAN TROOPS 

Mr. BU 
| heg to ask the 
India what 
recoup the 


FOR CHINA—COST. 
HANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
Secretary f State for 
made to 
India Exchequer for the 
initial expenditure on and 
similar purposes withethe de- 
spatch of the Indian contingent to China. 


provision 1s heme 


transport 
connected 


THE SECRET 
INDIA (Lord G. Haaurron, 
Ealing): An approximate estimate of the 
initial cost of the foree that is being sent 
from India to ¢ bina, has been obtained from 
the Government India, and forwarded 
to the War Office. When a Vote has 
been passed by the House, application for 
the amount will be made te the War 


Ottice. 


ARY oF ie: FOR 


Middlese 
idle SCA, 


INOCULATION AGAINST 
SOLDIERS ORDERED 
Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): [ beg 
to ask the Under secretary ot State for 
War whether his 


ENTERIC OF 
ABROAD. 


attention has been 


+ See page 945 of this volume. 
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Mon- | 
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Onestions. 


called to a report from Dr. Conan Doyle 
on the Langma® Hospital, South African 
| Field Force, Bloemfontein, in which he 
states that there had been no death from 
enteric up to 5th June from among the 
| inoenlated : whether the War Uilice has 
| yet any official statistics on the results of 
inoculation ; and whether any further 
l efforts are being made to increase the 
uumber inoculated in men now going out 
to South Africa and China. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: As I have already 
explained to the House, the statisties at 
| present available are not sufficient to 
enable me to give a reply to the first and 
/ second paragraphs of the ques 
Inoculation is offered to all men embat a 
ing from home for a country, suc 
South Africa or China, where enteric is 
prevalent ; but such inoculation is purely 
voluntary. 


h aS 





= TH AFRICAN WAR—COST OF THE 
VAR—CONTRIBU TION ROM THE 
TRANSV AAL MINES. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Exchequer whit steps 
payvinent 


expelses trom 


Chancellor of the 
are being taken to secure 
indemnity for war 
the Transvaal mines. 


THE C H. ANCELLOR or THE EX 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu 
Bris tal. ¥ V.): L presume the hon, Mem- 
her’s question refers to the contributioi 
towards the cost f the war which 
we hope to obtain from. tiie Trans 
vaak. Io do not think it 
accurately described as an 
from. the l 
premature at 
ment as to the 
sich a contribution should be obtained. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Will the 
ment take steps, when the British author 
ties at Johannesburg general 
resumption of mining operat 
that such conditions are 
them as to take security for the 
of a part of this money | 


ACH: That is not 
Our idea is that 


of an 


5 1 
would ( 


demnity 





mines, but it w he quit 


present to make state 


precise manner in which 


Goverl 


allow the 
ions. to see 
imposed upon 


payment 


Sr M. HICKS BE 
our idea of the matter. 
the contribution provided by the 
Transvaal should be provided by the 
taxation of the country, which, of course, 
must necessarily fall to a large e 
the mines: but that is a different matte! 

| from what the hon. Member suggests. 


to he 


xtent on 





part 
remu 
servi 
clus 
CO aD 
i 
the 
whic 


M 
hon. 
unde 
think 
exan 
Arm 
in s\ 
COMM 
tion 
entir 


Mi 
dee) ; 


M 
nor ¢ 
mate 
amin 
fixed 
or fe 
not 
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suge 

" 
[Four 


he 
aut 





| 209 (dite sHious. 


Me. SWIFT MacNEILL: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman remember that on 
23rd October he promised that the mines 
would be expected to pay for the war !* 
Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I did not 


= an 
iV tllate. 


{ 
\ 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Then what 


did you Say Y 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I= said 


xactly what [ have stated to-day. 


HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS—COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 
Mr. SWIFT MaAcNEILL: I beg to 

ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is aware that Professor 
Cunningham, who is to have a seat on 
the South African Commission to inquire 
into the charges brought against the 
administration of the Army Medical De- 
partment, has for many years acted as 
examiner in anatomy at the examinations 
of candidates tor the Army Medical De- 
partment, for which service he received 
remuneration -from the Army Medical 
service; and whether, under these cir- 
clunstances, he will reconsider his decision 
to appoint this gentleman as a member of 
the inquiry into the Department with 
which he was formerly connected. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. gentleman has asked this question 
under a misapprehension. He seems to 
think that because a gentleman is an 
examiner of medical candidates for the 
Army Medical Department he is associated 
in some way with the Department and is 
connected thereby with the administra- 
tion of the War Office. That, Sir, is an 
entire misapprehension. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): Who appointed him ? 


Ma. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say ; 
nor do I think that that question is at all 
material. I understand that these ex- 
aminers are appointed for four years at a 
fixed salary, and have nothing to hope 
or fear from the War Ottice. They are 
not in the remotest way connected with 
the War Office administration, and the 
suggestion that a man who examines 





* Refer to The Parliamentary Debates 
{Fourth Series], Vol. Ixxvii. p. 515. 
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figures—hbecanse he only knows the can- 
didates by numbers—is a person whose 
judgment is likely to be influenced is 
altogether preposterous. It might as 
well be suggested that men like the late 
Professor Huxley or Matthew Arnold, or 
the present Bishop of London, or any 
other of the distinguished men who have 
sometimes called in to examine 
candidates, would be incapable of acting 
on a Commission dealing with adminis- 
trative pomts which never came under 
their notice. 


been 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) 
Will the right hon. Gentleman be good 
enough to state whether these examiners 
are to be reappointed ? 


Mr. WARNER: Who pays these ex- 
aminers ? Is it the War Oftice ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that 
these questions are very inopportune. — I 
do not believe it is the practice, as a 
matter of fact, to reappoint them. I 
shall next expect a question as to whether 
Dr. Church, as he is not an examiner, 
may not be corruptly influenced by the 
hope of becoming one. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Is it not a 
fact that Professor Cunningham was 
appointed to this post by the head of the 
Army Medical Department, on which he 
is called upon to sit in judgment ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not so. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I want to 
know not whether Professor Cunning- 
ham has been appointed in his official and 
administrative capacity by the Secretary 
of State for War, but whether the Secre- 
tary of State for War did not appoint him 
ministerially on the advice of the head 
of the Army Medical Department, who 
is Dr. Jameson ? 

Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe that 
the Secretary of State for War did appoint 
him. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Do I under- 
stand that he will sit in judgment on Dr. 
Jameson, who has appointed him ? 


Mr. WEIR: (Ross and Cromarty) : 
What is the salary paid to this gentle- 
man ? 
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Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) : Is it 
in the power of the War Office to remove 
or retain Professor Cunningham in his 
appointment ! 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe not. 


(Questions. 


BLOEMFONTEIN — ADMISSIONS AND 
DEATHS FROM ENTERIC. 

Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War if he can state the 
number of admissions for enteric at 
Bloemfontein, and the number of deaths 
from that disease for the six weeks 
ending 22nd June. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No complete 
Returns for the three weeks ending 
22nd June have yet reached the War 
Office. For the three weeks ending Ist 
June the figures are as follows :—First 
week: 684 admissions, 120 deaths ; 
second week : 269 admissions, 108 deaths ; 
third week: 227 admissions, 93 deaths. 
If the hon. Member will add these figures 
to those which I gave him on the 3rd 
inst. for the previous weeks he will find 
that the total percentage of deaths is 
about nineteen. 


SETTLEMENT OF SOLDIERS IN SOUTH 
AFRICA AFTER THE WARK. 

Sir JAMES RANKIN (Hereford) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury if the Government have come to any 
decision as to the question of affording 
assistance in the way of free or assisted 
passages from England to South Africa to 
the families of soldiers who desire to settle 
in South Africa; and whether, when the 
Government have come to a decision on 
this matter, they will communicate their 
intentions to the Emigrants’ [nformation 
Office, 31, Broadway, Westminster, so that 
the information may be properly diffused. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As my hon. 
friend is probably aware, a statement has 
already been made in the House, and the 
matter has been referred to a Depart- 
mental Committee. That Committee has 
not yet reported. [have no doubt that 
the suggestion contained in the last part 
of the question is one that will not be 
lost sight of by the Colonial Office. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give an assurance that no steps 
will be taken until the House of Commons 
has had an opportunity of expressing its 
opinion | 


{COMMONS} 


(Questions. 


not think I can give such an assurance. 


CHAPLAINS IN VOLUNTEER CAMPS, 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W,) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, having in view the 
possibility of sickness and accident, and 
in order that the ministrations of religion 
may be accessible to such as may need 
them, the Secretary of State will be pre- 
pared to sanction the appointment, in 
Volunteer brigade camps where no Army 
chaplain or clergyman, acting as such is 
available, of a brigade chaplain, who shall 
be responsible for the care of the sick in 
hospital during the week and for all ser- 
vices that may be necessary on Sundays, 
the said chaplain to receive the daily pay 
of his rank at Army rates during the 
camp, together with the usual allowances, 
but no further remuneration for Sunday 
services ; and whether he will be prepared 
to allow the brigadier to have the appoint- 
ment of the chaplain without reference 
to seniority, and to empower him at his 
discretion to appointfor the denomination 
next in numerical strength to that of the 
chaplain, a second brigade chaplain, whose 
pay shall be the same as that of the 
chaplain. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 

State has approved the appointment by 
the officer commanding a _ Volunteer 
brigade camp where no Army chaplain 
or acting Army chaplain is stationed, of 
a brigade chaplain with pay for Sunday 
duty at £1 1s. a service up to £2 2s. a 
Sunday. The officer commanding may 
also appoint a second brigade chaplain for 
the next most numerous denomination, on 
similar terms. The duties of a Volunteer 
chaplain differ so greatly in amount and 
variety from those of an Army chaplain, 
especially on week-days, that there does 
not appear to be any reason for granting 
Volunteer chaplains continuous pay at 
Army rates. Their services are only 
required on Sunday. — [t is unlikely that 
the cases of serious sickness could be 
such as to necessitate special spiritual 
provision. 


PAY OF MILITIA MAJORS. 
Mr. BOSCAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge) : 
L beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he is in a position now 
to state if the senior majors of embodied 
Militia who have been doing tne same 


1312: 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I do. 
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work as seconds in command of Line bat- 
talions are to receive the extra pay given 
to the seconds in command of Line 
battalions ; and, if so, if this additional 

ay will be given as from the respective 
dates of embodiment. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. The 
additional 1s. a day will be granted for 
the period of embodiment. 


BRITISH WAR SHIP OFF ZANZIBAR. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Admiralty whether a war ship 
is now stationed at Zanzibar; if not, 
what steps have been taken to carry out 
the intention of the Government in regard 
to this matter. 

THe CIVIL LORD or THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. AvsTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The third class 
cruiser “ Barrosa” was sent to Zanzibar 
in May last with orders to remain during 
the monsoon months, which last from 
May to the end of September. There is 
no Intention of removing her at present. 


ABYSSINIAN BOUNDARTES—EXPEDI- 
TION TO LAKE RUDOLPH. 

*sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether an Abyssinian expedition 
to Lake Rudolph, under the command of 
the Russian lLeontief, reached Lake 
Rudolph in August last, and whether a 
houndary with Abyssinia, north of Lake 
Rudolph, has been arranged. 

*Mr. BRODRICK : An_ expedition 
which started from Adis Ababa, under 
Monsieur Leontieff, in July last, is re- 
ported to have reached Lake Rudolph. The 
question of boundary with Abyssinia is 
still under discussion. 


NEW PACIFIC CABLE. 

*Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : 
I heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the Pacific Cable 
board have now definitely decided to 
commence the laying of their cable. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The various Govern- 
ments interested have accepted the recom- 
mendations of the Pacific Cable Com- 
mittee, and tenders for the establishment 
of the cable will be called for imme- 
diately. 
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INDIAN TELEGRAPH TARIFF. 
*Sir EDWARD SASSOON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India if he 
would state to the House when the 
reduction in the Indian telegraph tariff, 
as promised by the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury, will be announced ; and, 
whether any difficulty has arisen in the 
negotiations to account for the delay. 


(Questions. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I cannot as 
yet state when the proposed reduction in 
the telegraph rate to India will take 
place. The consent of various parties 
has to be obtained, and for this time is 
required ; but I am not aware that any 
difficulty has arisen in the negotiations. 


*Sir E. SASSOON : Arising out of that 
answer, will the noble Lord say if it is 
intended to wait until the assembly of the 
International ‘Telegraphic Conference next 
year, when Great Britain will have the 
high privilege of meeting on equal terms 
the representatives of Venezuela and 
Patagonia ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : Ido not think 


that question arises. 


INDIAN FAMINE—LOAN BILL. 
Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether he 
intends to introduce an Indian Loan Bill ; 
and if so, for what amount; and will it 
be in whole or in part forthe purposes of 
famine relief. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: There is no 
intention of introducing an Indian Loan 
Bill. 


WALTHAMSTOW PETTY SESSIONS. 

Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
[ beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that the District Council of Walt- 
hamstow have been endeavouring for 
some time past to get a weekly court of 
petty sessions established at Waltham- 
stow ; and whether, having regard to the 
fact that the population of Walthamstow 
now amounts to 90,000, and is increasing, 
that the court house at Stratford is 
three miles from Walthamstow, and that 
the police and others interested suffer 
inconvenience by travelling this distance, 
which entails loss of time, he will advise 
the establishment of a weekly petty 
| Sessions court at Walthamstow ; and, if 
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not, would he be prepared to meet a 
deputation, in order that the question 
might be fully considered. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuire Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
The establishment of a new petty sessional 
court is a matter for the discretion of the 
magistrates in quarter sessions, and with 
their discretion [ have no authority to 
interfere. J] do not, therefore, think that 
any useful purpose would be served by 
receiving a deputation. 
G.P.0.—REMOVAL TO MOUNT PLEA- 

SANT—OVERTIME PAY. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post 
master General, if he is aware that in 
consequence of the removal of the Inland 
section to Mount Pleasant, necessitating 
as it has done protracted deliveries, some 
of the men have been working two or 
three hours in excess of their proper time 
daily, and will he state whether they will 
receive pay for the overtime thus 
worked. 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnNbvry, 
Preston): The Postmaster General would 
be glad if the hon. Member would state 
to what body of men his question refers. 
No deliveries are made from the Inland 
section at Mount Pleasant. The general 
practice is that whenever postmen are for 
some special reason detained at the office 
and thus prevented from starting on their 
deliveries at the usual hour they shall be 
paid for such detention, provided it is not 
less than half-an-hour and the full normal 
attendance for the week is given. 


Mr. STEADMAN: Is it not a fact 
that some of the men have been working 
as many as twenty hours a week over- 
time in order to meet the extra work en- 
tailed upon them by the removal from 
St. Martin’s-le-Grand to Mount Pleasant ? 
They want to know if they are to be paid 
for that overtime. 


Mr. HANBURY: I understand that 
there are no deliveries at all from Mount 
Pleasant. 

Mr. STEADMAN : ThenI will furnish 


‘tthe right hon. Gentleman with the names 
-of men who have been doing the work, 


‘COMMONS! 
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POSTMEN’S STRIPES. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, if he will lay 
upon the Table of the House a copy of 
the Treasury Minute or Minutes orginally 
issued regulating the grant and with- 
drawal of postmen’s stripes. 


Mr. HANBURY: There is no Trea- 
sury Minute on the subject. The award 
and forfeiture of good conduct 
are now regulated on the recommendation 
of the Tweedmouth Committee. 


stripes 
i 


E.C. DISTRICT POST OFFICES RE- 
FRESHMENT ARRANGEMENTS. 
Mr. MADDISON (Shettield, Bright- 

side): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 

Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 

General, whether he is aware _ that, 

although the Treasury authorised the 

employment of to prepare the 
meals of the male staff in the Eastern 

Central District Post Offices some months 

since, the arrangement has not been car- 

ried out because of the iack of accommo- 
dation and insanitary condition of the 
post offices ; and whether tite Postmaster 

General will take steps to carry out the 

necessary alterations that the staff may 

have the benefit of the improvements. 


1, 
COOKS 


Mr. HANBURY: The Treasury 
authority has not been given nor sought 
for the employmeni of cooks to prepare 
meals for the male staff in the Hastern 
Central District Post Offices ; nor is it 
the case that the arrangement has not 
been carried out because of the lack of 
accommodation or insanitary condition of 
the offices. A committee has already 
inquired into the matter, and expects to 
be able to formulate a scheme shortly. 


INCREASES OF POST OFFICE STAFF 
CIRCULATION DEPARTMENT. 
Sir J. W. MACLURE (Lancashire, 
Stretford): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury what applications have been 
made during the current financial year by 
the Post Othice to the Treasury for an 
increase of numbers, or pay, in connection 
with the Post Office staff; when they 
made : 


were and whether they were 
granted. 
Mr. HANBURY: I have not been 


able, with so short notice, to ascertain the 
iaug as to the whole of the Post Office 
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staff everywhere, but as regards the Cir- | 
culation Department of the General Post | 
Office, in which, I think, my hon. friend | 
and the House are most interested, I find | 
that no request for increase of numbers | 
er pay has been refused. So lately as | 
last Monday, for instance, an application | 
was received for extra staff in that depart- 

ment alone involving an extra expenditure 

of £20,000 a year, and was immediately | 
granted. Funds have, I believe, never 

been so freely granted to this department 

as during the last five years. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ORDERS— 
TRANSFER FORMS. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade will he explain why the Board of 
Trade insist on all transfers of electric 
lighting orders to companies being in a 
standard form, and refuse to allow varia- 
tions required by local conditions, also on 
what grounds they refuse to allow the 
insertion of agreed provisions for the 
reduction of the maximum price either 
for public or private lighting; and 
whether he will consider the desirability 
of relaxing these departmental rules. 


Mr. HANBURY (for Mr. Rircute) : 
The Board of Trade do not consider that 
deeds of transfer under electric lighting 
shoald contain any provisions 
other than those which are consequential 
on the substitution of a company fora 
local authority as undertakers. To go 
beyond this is to provide, under the 
colour of a mere deed of transfer, for 
matters which really require the approval 
of Parliament. ‘Transferees are accord- 
ingly placed in exactly the same position 
with regard to price as they would have 
been had they obtained the order origin- 
ally. The price for public supply is left 
to agreement, or, failing agreement, to 
arbitration. ‘The price for private supply 
is not specifically fixed, but is left, as in 
the order, subject to a maximum, which 
may be revised periodically by the Board 
of Trade on the representation of the 
local authority. I see no reason for 
altering the existing practice of the 
Department. 


orders 


RAILWAY BYE-LAWS—NEW CODE. 


Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the President | 


of the Board of Trade whether the New | 

Code of Railway Bye-laws, which was sub- | 

mitted to the Board upwards of two years 
VOL. LXXXV. [FourtTH SERIEs. | 
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ago, and remitted to the Railway Com- 
panies with certain modifications and 
suggestions, has again been submitted to 
the Board for contirmation ; and, if not, 
will he state the general tenour of the 
replies given by the railway companies 
to the Board’s repeated requests for the 
adoption of a satisfactory Code of Railway 
Bye-laws. 


Mr. HANBURY (for Mr. Rircuie) : 
No, Sir; the revised bye-laws have not 
yet been submitted. When the Board of 
Trade receive them the Department will 
act on a suggestion which has been made 
that a conference should take place be- 
tween the railway companies and those 

—notably the London County Council— 
who have criticised the proposed bye- 
laws. The hon. Member is, no doubt, 
aware that the Board of Trade cannot 
themselves propound _ bye-laws—they 
merely confirm such bye-laws proposed 
by the companies as, in their judgment, 
merit approval. 


DISMISSAL OF SCHOOL TEACHERS— 
RIGHT OF APPEAL. 

Sm JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire, 
Accrington) : I beg to ask the Vice-Presi- 
dent ot the Committee of Council on 
Education if he is prepared to place upon 
the Table of the House a minute of the 
3oard giving a right of appeal to teachers 
in cases of their alleged wrongful dis- 
missal by managers of schools (both 
Board and Voluntary) which receive 
grants under the Day School Code. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I beg 
also to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
he has considered the universally ex- 
pressed desire of the school teachers that 
no sentence of dismissal passed upon them 
shall be valid without the approval of the 
Board of Education. 


Tae VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The matter is still under 
the consideration of the Board of Educa- 
tion, but I hope to be in a position to 
make a definite statement on the subject 
before the end of the session. 
SEA-GOING TRAINING SHIPS—VISITS 

TO SCOTTISH COASTS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty whether arrange- 

3 E 
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ments can be made for a training ship to 
visit Stornoway, Ullapool, and Inver- 
gordon during the summer. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
arrangements for the forthcoming cruise 
of the sea-going training ships will not 
admit of a visit to the places named. I 
may remind the hon. Gentleman that the 
“Calliope” was at Ullapool in June last. 


GLASGOW P.O.—PROMOTIONS. 

Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 
gow, College) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
the late postmaster of Glasgow, a few 
days prior to his retirement, secured the 
promotion of his private clerk from the 
second to the first class of assistant 
superintendents, thereby passing over the 
only officer senior to him, who possessed 
the necessary technical certificate ; 
whether in making that promotion the 
usual method of local procedure was de- 
parted from; whether the officer so 
passed over was refused information 
when he asked the postmaster whether a 
superior appointment was under consider- 
tion, being thereby prevented from laying 
before the Secretary his claims to the 
appointment ; and whether, in view of 
the fact that the officer in question has 
placed his present appointment in the 
hands of the Postmaster General, with 
the request that an inquiry may be 
granted him, and that the officers of the 
local branch of the Postal Telegraph 
Clerks’ Association have intimated to the 
chief superintendent that the general 
body of the staff resent the indignity 
placed on the assistant superintendent 
so passed over, the Postmaster General 
will grant the inquiry demanded. 


Mr. HANBURY: Shortly before the 
retirement of the late postmaster of 
Glasgow a promotion was made to fill a 
vacancy on the first class of assistant 
superintendents, but the officer promoted 
was not the postmaster’s private clerk. 
An assistant superintendent of the second 
class was certified to be the best qualified 
for the vacant post, and he accordingly 
passed over the heads of four of his 
seniors. The proper course was taken by 
the postmaster in making the recommen- 
dation. It is not the practice to com- 
municate to the staff the fact that the 
question of filling a superior appointment | 
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has arisen, nor is such a course necessary 
in order to ensure the proper weight 
being given to the claims of any officer. 
One officer only has appealed to the Post- 
master General respecting the promotion, 
namely, the officer third on the list of 
second-class assistant superintendents. He 
was reported to be not capable of per- 
forming the duties of the higher post ; 
and as his record is in many respects un- 
satisfactory, there does not appear to be 
any reason for making further inquiry. 


FOREIGN TRAWLERS IN MORAY 
FIRTH. 

WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banffshire): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that 
foreign trawlers, after making catches in 
the Moray Firth, do not ordinarily leave 
the Firth for periods sufficient to reach 
foreign ports; whether he will inquire 
into the allegation that they deliver 
their catches during the night to carrier 
boats which convey them to Aberdeen 
and other Scottish ports; and whether 
he will take steps to stop this practice if 
it is found to exist. 


SIR 


*ToE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
informed by the Fishery Board that they 
have no reason to suppose that such a 
practice is followed, nor do they think it 
could be carried out, except in very favour- 
able weather, and in daylight. From in- 
formation furnished to them by the com- 
manders of their cruisers, it would appear 
that foreign trawlers do certainly remain 
away from the Moray Firth sutliciently 
long to convey their catches to English or 
foreign ports, as during the past eighteen 
months the majority were not seen in the 
Firth on more than four or five separate 
occasions, and at the present time there 
are only two foreign trawlers seen 
occasionally fishing in the Firth. 
FISHING IN THE RIVER 

FORTH. 

Mr. WASON (Clackmannan and Kin- 
ross): [beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
whether he has any funds at his disposal 
out of which he can make eompensation 
to the salmon fishermen who have been 
prevented by the recent decision in the 
House of Lords from carrying on the drift 
net fishing in the River Forth, which has 
heen practised from time immemorial. 


DRIFT NET 
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*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: If the | 

hon. Member will refer to the Fishery | 
Board’s Annual Report for 1889, Part | 
IL, he will find that it is not correct to. 
say that drift net fishing has been prac- | 
tised in the River Forth from time | 
immemorial. I may add that the Secre- | 
tary for Scotland has no funds at his | 
disposal for any such purpose as is referred 
to in the question. 


(Juestions, 


SCOTCH FEE GRANT. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
any part, and if so, how much of the 
£5,000 voted last year from Imperial 
funds as required to maintain the Scotch 
fee grant at 12s. per scholar was required 
for that purpose, and whether the same 
or any part thereof has been surrendered ; 
and if he can explain how it comes about 
that in 1897 he estimated that a sum of 
£26,000 annually out of Imperial funds 
would be necessary to keep the fee grant 
up to 12s. per scholar, whilst this year no 
sum whatever is borne on the Imperial 
Estimates for that purpose. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : Of the 

£5,000 voted last year to maintain the 
Scotch fee grant at 12s. per scholar, 
£2,763 was required for that purpose. 
The remainder (£2,237) will be surren- 
dered at the close of the year 1900-1. 
The explanation of the fact referred to in 
the last paragraph of the question is that 
the amount receivable by the Department 
for 1899-1900 from the local taxation 
account was so much in excess of that 
anticipated, that no further sum will be 
required from the Vote to maintain the 
12s. rate. Also, the average attendance 
has not increased so rapidly as was ex- 
pected. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate if he can explain how it 
comes about that for the year ending 31st 
March, 1898, when the average attend- 
ance on which the Fee Grant was paid 
under Section 1 of the Education and 
Local Taxation (Scotland) Act, 1892, was 
614,616, the amount paid to counties, etc., 
in relief of rates was £145,625; that for 
the year ending 31st March, 1899, when 
the average attendance was 621,405, the 
amount paid was £161,912 ; and that for 
the year ending 31st March, 1900, when 
the average attendance had risen to | 

\ 
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626,341, the amount paid was £149,073 ; 
and whether, to the extent of upwards 
of £20,000, there has been an over pay- 
ment to the counties, etc., to the detri- 
ment of the Fee Grant Fund, which 
under the Act of 1892 is entitled to the 
residue. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Under 


the Education and Local Taxation Account 


Questions, 


| (Scotland) Act, 1892, Section 2, the grant 


to counties and burghs in relief of rates 
(which now includes the amount pre- 
viously deducted under the Diseases of 
Animals Act, 1894) is the difference 
between the total—namely, £165,000—of 
grants fixed under Section 2 and the 
amount of the fee grant. An increase of 


'the fee grant therefore causes a corre- 


sponding increase of the grant to counties 
and burghs, and consequently a corre- 
sponding decrease of the residue payable 
as an addition to the fee grant under 
Sub-section 6 of Section 2. The estimate 
for the fee grant is framed with reference 
to the estimated number of scholars, but 
does not necessarily correspond exactly 
with the actual average attendance. In 
the estimate for 1898-99 it included a 
sum of £21,000 for arrears of fee grant 
in previous years. If this £21,000 had 
not been included in the Vote the grant 
to counties and burghs would have been 
less, and the residue available as an addi- 
tion to the fee grant would have been 
increased by the same amount. There 
has accordingly been no over-payment 
under the terms of the Act to counties 
and burghs to the detriment of the fee 
grant fund, as the whole payments are 
automatically adjusted over a period of 
years. 


IRELAND-ENGLISH POLICE IN 

DUBLIN. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

the Home Department whether any 

members of any English police force are 

kept on duty in Dublin for the purpose of 

arresting absconding criminals or recover- 

ing stolen property; and, if so, from 
what source are they paid. 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : The answer 


is in the negative. 


IRISH POLICE AT HOLYHEAD. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can say 
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how many absconding criminals have been 
areested, and what amount of stolen 
property has been recovered, by the 
member of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
stationed at Holyhead since he went on 
duty there. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): Ten absconding criminals have 
been arrested at Holyhead by the member 
of the Constabulary since he went on duty 
there in March, 1895, and stolen property 
of the value of £500 has been recovered 
by him. 

COUNTY DOWN POSTAL 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
with reference to the postal districts of 
Ballyroney and  Katesbridge, county 
Down, whether he is aware that letters 
from England and Scotland do not reach 
these districts under two or three days, 
and letters from Bembridge, only nine 
miles distant from ballyroney railway 
station, take nearly two days in transit, 
and that letters therefrom have to be sent 
through Rathfriland post office, and reach 
there too late for the cross-channel mails 
on same evening ; and whether he will re- 
consider the desirability of making new 
arrangements by train for the accommoda- 
tion of these two districts. 


Mr. HANBURY: As there is no 
second post in the day to or from Bally- 
roney and Katesbridge, letters sent from 
England and Scotland by night mail do 
not reach those places until the second 
day after posting, and letters from those 
places are not received in England and 
Scotland in time for delivery on the 
following morning. Returns are being 
taken with the view of ascertaining 
whether there is enough correspondence 
to warrant the establishment of a second 
post to and from Ballyroney and Kates- 
bridge. The existing night maii service 
to Ballyroney and Katesbridge is per- 
formed by foot postman from Rathfriland, 
which in turn receives its mails by car 
from Newry. There are no trains by 
which Ballyroney and Katesbridge could 
be served in the morning. At present 
the mails reach Ballyroney at 7.5 a.m. 
and Katesbridge at 8.5 a.m., and are 
despatched from Ballyroney at 5.55 p.m. 
and from Katesbridge at 5 p.m. Letters 
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posted at Banbridge (which is presumably 
meant, not Bembridge) in time for the 
mail leaving that town at 9.30 p.m. are 
delivered in Ballyroney and Katesbridge 
on the following morning. 


DUBLIN SORTING OFFICE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the attention of the Postmaster 
General has been called to the condition 
of matters in the Dublin sorting office, 
where, owing to the small numbers em- 
ployed, there is pressure of work, and be- 
tween 6,000 and 7,000 letters, etc., the 
correspondence of the merchants and citi- 
zens of Dublin, are mis-sent each month; 
whether he is aware that, owing to the 
present postal arrangements, the English 
parcel mail via Holyhead, reaching North 
Wall about 6.45 a.m., does not arrive in 
the parcel sorting depot until 9 or 9.30 
o'clock, thus occasioning delay in delivery; 
that sorting clerks working under pres- 
sure and against time, in consequence of 
insufficient evening staff in the letter sort- 
ing department, notwithstanding, are 
punished with extra work if they mis- 
send thirty-one letters per month ; and 
that a similar course is not followed with 
regard to all offenders, an oificial found 
guilty of supplying wrong records against 
& postman (the postman thereby being 
deprived of his increment and a stripe) 
only losing a contemplated promotion ; 
and whether he will cause an inquiry to 
be made into the alleged grievances. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General has ascertained that there is 
nothing unsatisfactory in the condition of 
the Dublin sorting office. Extra statf is 
provided whenever it can be foreseen that 
pressure of duty may require it, and 
arrangements are contemplated — for 
making a small permanent addition to 
the numbers employed in the evening. 
It is not the case that anything like 6,000 
or 7,000 letters a month are mis-sent. 
In administering punishment every case 
is considered on its merits, and suitable 
allowance is made if the conditions under 
which the work is done are abnormal. The 
Postmaster General is aware of the want 
of punctuality in the receipt of the morn- 
ing parcel mail via North Wall, and he is 
at the present time in communication 
with the railway company on the sub- 
ject. 
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COUNTY KERRY TELEGRAPHIC COM- 
MUNICATION. 


Questions. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Secre- | 


tary to the Treasury, as representing the 


Postmaster General, whether he is aware | 


that inconvenience is caused in and 
around Cahirdaniel, county Kerry, owing 
to the want of telegraphic communica- 
tions; and that a guarantee has been 
given in connection with the proposed 
telegraph office ; and whether, in view of 
the tact that the fishing industry, which 
is of importance to that district, will be 
in operation during next month, imme- 
diate steps will be taken by the Post 
Office authorities to give the required 
telegraphic communications to Cahir- 


daniel. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is sorry that any inconvenience 
should arise from the lack of telegraphic 
communication with Cahirdaniel. He has 
given instructions for the extension of the 
telegraph to be put in hand; but the 
engineering staff is working under con- 
siderable pressure, and he fears he cannot 
promise that the work shall be completed 
at once. 


INCOME TAX—RENTS OF LABOURERS’ 
COTTAGES IN IRELAND. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he is aware that the income tax 
authorities claim from the Callan Rural 
District Council and the Slievedaragh 
Rural Distriet Council payment of income 
tax on the rents receivable from labourers’ 
cottages erected under the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts; and whether, as the out- 
lay on these cottages is a loss, or at least 
an unprofitable investment for the time 
being, and that a number of years must 
elapse before the invested capital is re- 
covered and any profit can accrue, he will 
see that the demand for income tax will 


not be pressed. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I 
stand that the Inland Revenue Depart- 
ment is quite prepared to admit that if, in 
the cases referred to, the interest paid to 
the Board of Works on money borrowed 


able to the 
assessment to income tax may properly 
be limited to the ground rents payable by 
the council to the landlords, on whom the 
charge will fall. 


{12 JuLy 1900} 


under- | 


But before the Depart- | 
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ment can authorise this reduction of the 
_ assessments, they must have all the facts 
properly laid before the Surveyor of 
Taxes, and up to now the clerk to the 
rural district councils has failed to supply 
the necessary information. If he will 
remedy this omission, the matter can, I 
hope, be satisfactorily arranged. 


CO. CORK ROAD MAINTENANCE. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
Co., N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that no tenders 
for the maintenance of five roads in the 
Mallow Rural. District (including the 
streets of Mallow) have been aecepted by 
the District Council or the County 
Council of Cork ; in view of the fact that 
no moneys can be spent on the mainten- 
ance of these roads until a proposal is 
formulated by the distriet council at 
a quarterly meeting to be held on the 
19th inst., and approved of by the county 
council at the quarterly meeting of that 
body in October next, will he state 
whether these roads can be handed over 
to the charge of the county surveyor, 
under Article 24 of the Procedure of 
Councils Order, 1899, to be maintained 
in the interval pending the formulation 
and approval of a proposal. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I understand 
that the failure in this case arose from the 
fact that a sutticient number of members 
to constitute a quorum was not present 
at the adjourned meeting of the county 
council on the 17th May. The Local 
Government Board do not consider that 


under the circumstances the county 
council can hand over the works in 
question to the county surveyor, as 


suggested, 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: In the 
event of the next meeting having to be 
adjourned, which would then necessitate 
the matter going over till October, will 
the right hon. Gentleman make an order 
similar to that he issued last February ? 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 


I must ask 


: | for notice of that question. 
to build cottages exceeds the rents pay- | 
rural district council, the | 

whether, in view of the fact that this diffi- 


Captain DONELAN: May I ask 

culty would not have arisen if the councils 
| had possessed the power to employ direct 
labour on the roads, the right hon. Gentle- 
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man will consider the desirability of con- 
ferring such power on them 4 


Questions. 


Mr. G. W. BALFO!IR: I replied to a 
question of the hon. Member on this 
subject on the 9th instant.* 


WEIR ESTATE, CO. FERMANAGH. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state the 
cause of delay in completing the sale of 
the Weir estate in the county of Fer- 
managh; is he aware that Mrs. Alice 
Brown signed an agreement for purchase 
of her farm on this estate in April, 1896, 
and that, although she has several times 
made application to the Land Commis- 
sion, and also to the solicitors for the 
vendors, she can get no satisfactory reply 
as to when the sale will be completed ; 
and seeing that Mrs. Brown was in a 
position, before signing the agreement, to 
enter the Land Court and have a fair rent 
fixed, and is now paying £12 a year as 
interest on the purchase-money without 
any part of the principal being paid off till 
the sale is completed, will he cause inquiry 
to be made in this case. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The estate 
referred to appears to consist of three 
holdings. The contract for the sale to 
Mrs. Brown of her holding was lodged in 
February, 1897. The advance was con- 
ditionally sanctioned in May, 1897, but 
the abstract of the vendor's title was not 
lodged until March, 1898, and in July of 
the same year the title was ruled defec- 
tive. The defect in the title was not 
remedied until January last. It will be 
ruled and the sale completed in the usual 
course. 


STEAMBOAT COMMUNICATION WITH 
GLIN, LIMERICK. 


Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland, as President of the 
Local Government Board, if he has 
received a resolution from the Board of 
Management of the Glin (county Lime- 
rick) district school, calling attention to 
the urgent necessity for a means of com- 
munication by steamboat to Glin, in order 
to secure a proper attendance of the 
members who are required to come from 
the different unions, and to give facility 





* See page 966 of this volume. 
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to the various unions for the transit of 
the children, as at present they have to 
tzavel long distances by road in open ears ; 
and whether the proposed extension of 
the Government steamer service from 
Tarbert to Foynes could be arranged so 
that the steamer could call at Glin, where 
there is a deep-water quay, to meet this 
requirement. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The Commissioners of Public Works are 
already in communication with the board 
of management of the district school on 
the subject, and it is hoped that arrange- 
ments may be made to effect the object 
in view. 


IRISH LANGUAGE IN IRISH SCHOOLS. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a fe +l- 
ing exists in many portions of Ireland 
owing to the fact that the teaching of 
Irish is not a compulsory subject in 
national schools; and whether, seeing 
that the Kerry County Council unani- 
mously passed a resolution asking that 
Irish should be made the general medium 


of instruction, representations will be 


made to the National Board with a view 
of giving effect to this resolution, so as to 
make the teaching of Irish a compulsory 
subject within the regular school hours. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have re- 
ceived a good many resolutions from 
public bodies in Ireland on this subject. 
The matter is one for the consideration 
of the Commissioners of National Eduea- 
tion, and not one for the intervention of 
the Executive. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer the last paragraph of 
my question ! 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have re- 


ceived no representations on the subject 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Have the 
National Commissioners under the new 
rules altered the conditions as to the 
teaching of the Irish language in Irish 
elementary schools ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman had better await the issue of 
the rules. 
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Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is there any 


“Commissioner of National Education ” 
this House ? 


Money Lending 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Com- 
missioners have no direct representative 
in this House. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: When will 


the rules be issued ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am informed 
it will not be possible to issue them to- 
morrow, but a few copies will be available 
in the Vote Office for Irish Members. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
May I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
what his prospects are with regard to the 
Estimates on Friday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I had an- 
nounced that after the Home Office Vote 
the Local Government Board Vote would 
be taken. I find that is now impossible, 
because my right hon. friend in charge of 
these Estimates is unable to be present. 
The Board of Trade Vote will therefore 
stand second. The Navy Estimates will 
be taken on Tuesday. 


Sin HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, W.): Will that be an allotted day ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. The 
reason for taking them on Tuesday next 
week is owing to the very great interest 
which is evinced in the subject of water- 
tube boilers. My right hon. friend the 
First Lord of the Admiralty has not been 
able to furnish the Memorandum for the 
use of hon. Members so early as he ex- 
pected, but he thinks that no long delay 
in discussing the question should take 
place. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lymn Regis): 
When shall we have the Memorandum ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say in 
the absence of my right hon. friend. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What will be the business for Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Monday I 
will make a statement about Ministerial 
business, and I shall then ask the House 
to susper.d the Twelve o’elock rule for the 


{12 JuLy 1900} Bill. 
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remainder of the session. [An Hon. 
Member : After wasting time on a garden 
party.} The Tithe Bill will be the first 
Order on Monday. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
As to the notice of motion standing on 
the Paper with reference to the Money- 
lending Bill, may I suggest that proceed- 
ing with that motion should be deferred 
until after the right hon. Gentleman's 
statement on Monday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
that there is any reason for that. I 
understand that the Bill, now that the 
schedule has been dropped, meets with 
universal acceptance on both sides of the 
House. [Cries of “No, no!”] That is 
the impression I gather. 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to the Land 
Registry (New Buildings) Bill, without 
amendment. 
That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Law relating to 
Lunatics in Ireland.” Lunacy Regulation 


(Ireland) Bill | Lords]. 


MONEY-LENDING BILL [Lords]. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Order [26th June] that the 
Money-lending Bill [Lords] be committed 
to the Starding Committee on Trade, ete., 
be read, and discharged ; and that the 
Bill be committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law, ete.” — (Sir William 
Walrond.) 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Being a 
member of the Standing Committee, I 
would like to know whether there is any 
intention on the part of the Government 
to pass this Bill this year? If not, why 
should we be kept in the Committee Room 
dealing with it ? 


Tue FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
K.): It is my hope that the Bill will 


, pass. I have already stated that I nnder- 


stood the opposition to the Bill had to a 
very large extent been modified by the 
removal of the schedule. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he thought the right hon. Gentleman 
was wholly mistaken in his estimate of 
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the opposition to this Bill. He could not 
understand this motion. On the 26th 
June, sixteen days previously, a member 
of the Government, whom he saw sitting 
on the Front Bench, moved that the Bill 
be committed to the Standing Committee 
on Trade. If he remembered rightly, the 
first idea was that it should go before 
the Standing Committee on Law, but, 
after consultation presumably with other 
members of the Government, the Secre- 
tary to the Local Government Board 
decided to ask that it be sent to the other 
Committee. There was thus a delibera- 
tive consideration on the part of the 
Government of the claims of the two 
Standing Committees to either of which 
the Bill might be sent, and the claim of 
the Standing Committee on Trade was 
considered to be superior. Now, there 
had been no attempt to explain the 
reasons which prevailed with the Govern- 
ment to induce it to refer the Bill to the 
Standing Committee on Law. He had, 
therefore, set himself to discover some 
reason. His first impression was that 
the object was possibly to save the Govern- 
ment from having to make the distressful 
announcement on Monday that this was 
one of the Bills which would have to be 
sacrificed, as undoubtedly it would have to 
be sooner or later this session. Then 
another reason which suggested itself to 
his mind was that the Committee on 
Trade had got more than it could do, 
while the Committee on Law had not 
sutticient work before it. But surely, 
if that were the case, it must have beer 
known to the Government on the 26th 
June. He did not know whether as a 
matter of fact the Committee on Trade 
had yet entered on the consideration of 
the Bill. Even if it were transferred to 
the Committee on Law, was there any 
probability that it would become an Act 
of Parliament this session? He did not 
think there was, and the only effect, 
therefore, would be the unnecessary with- 
drawal from the service of the House of 
Members belonging to the Committee. 
Believing the Bill to be a bad one, he did 
not want to see it passed, even although 
the schedule was taken out of it. He 
therefore proposed as an Amendment 
that all words after “discharged” be 
omitted. 


Money Lending 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 


is a motion which ought to be made, 


seeing that its object is to destroy a Bill | 


Mr. Gibson Bowles, 


{COMMONS} 


Ido not think that | 
| and legal proceedings, while the other has 
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which has passed its Second Reading in 
this House. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: My real in- 
tention was to elicit some explanation 
from the Government of the action they 
are taking. I should like to know 
whether the reasons I have advanced are 
correct or not. Still, if the Amendment 
is not in order I will not move it. 


THE SECRETARY to THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RUSSELL, Tyrone, 5.): The fact is the 
3ill was originally referred to the Stand- 
ing Committee on Trade under the idea 
that the Companies Bill would not take so 
long as it hasdone. The Committee, how- 
ever, has only got to Clause 12 of that Bill, 
whereas the Law Committee is practically 
clear for work ; and there is no reason why 
the latter should not take up the Money- 
lending Bill, and so give the Bill a chance 
which it would hardy have if it remained 
before the Committee on Trade. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I protest 
strongly against the extraordinary want 
of consideration shown by the Govern- 
ment for the Standing Committee. Why 
was not this motion made a week ago ? 
The Standing Committee was actually 
called together to discuss a measure about 
Sunday Closing in Wales which the First 
Lord of the Treasury had previously an- 
nounced to the House to be as dead as 
mutton. Then the Committee had 
another meeting, at which no work was 
done. I do think that more consideration 
should have been shown by the Govern- 
ment. These Committees do adnsirable 
work ; in fact they do the greater part of 
the work of the House by knocking Bills 
into shape, and they are, therefore, en- 
titled to have some consideration shown 
them. 


Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I merely rise to 
point out a matter which seems to be 
escaping the attention of the House, 
namely, that these two Committees are 
not merely co-ordinate Committees, but 
according to the Standing Orders they 
are appointed and constituted to deal 
with distinct branches of legislation. One 
is called into existence to deal with Bills 
which relate to law, the Courts of Justice 


to deal with trade, shipping, manufac- 
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tures, agriculture and fishing. Therefore, 
although the line of demarcation may 


sometimes be very narrow, the House 


must not get into the habit of moving 
Bills indifferently from one Committee to 
another according to the chances of 


success. 


Mr. DILLON: As a point of order, 
may I ask whether the effect of the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn would not really be not to 
destroy the Bill, but to leave the Bill in 
the position it oceupied before the Motion 
to refer the Bill to the Committee on 
Trade was passed 4 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
quite right. I was for the moment 
misled by the observation of the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn himself when he 
said that to stop the further progress of 
the Bill he would move this. The true 
effect would be to leave the Bill to the 
Committee of the whole House. I quite 
agree, therefore, that, strictly speaking, 
it is not out of order, and that being so, I 
will accept the Amendment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then I will 
move it. I do not think that I need 
repeat what I have said in support of it. 

Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘discharged, 


Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 


Burt, Thomas 
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(Mr. Gibson 


Bill. 


to the end of the Question.’’- 
Bowles.) 

Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I should be sorry to find my- 
self compelled to go into the opposite 
Lobby to my hon. friend, and I there- 
fore hope he will be satisfied with the 
discussion which has taken place and 
with the explanations that have been 
given, and will withdraw his Amendment. 
I think that this is one of the few non- 
mischievous Bills which this House has 
had an opportunity of considering, and it 
would be a pity if, on the grounds he has 
stated, it should not have a fair chance of 
passing. I feel some difficulty in support- 
ing the reference to a Standing Com- 
mittee, because I think such committees 
are most objectionable institutions. I 
have always opposed them, and I origin- 
ally did so im conjunction with my 
political friends, who now take the 
opposite course. As my hon. friend 
appears to have very slight hope of 
this Bill passing under any conditions, I 
would suggest that he should not press 
he matter to a division. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 228 ; Noes,, 
61. (Division List No. 211.) 


Donelan, Captain A. 


Doogan, P. ©. 


A. Akers- 





Ailison, Robert Andrew 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 
Asimead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mane’r. 
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Banbury, Frederick George 
Burtley, George, C. T. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants) 
Bethell, Commander 

Biddulph Michael 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brige, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Buidett-Coutts, W. 


Campbell, Rt AnJ.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. CN. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles Willian 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn. J.( Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colom), Sir John Chas. Ready 
Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C.W. Radelitle( Heref d 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Crilly, Daniel 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Curran, ‘Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickinson, Robert Edimonid 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. 
Doxtord, Sir Win. Theodore 
Drage, Geotfrey 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alired 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fereusson, Rt. Hn. SirJd.(Man’r 
Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gladstone,Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorat, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
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Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gunter, Colonel 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Win. 
Harwood. George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
Helier, Augustus 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hamp-tead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Howard, Joseph 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeflrey s, Arthur Frederick 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnstone, Heywoud (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
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Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon- Slane »y, Col. William 
King, Sir Heury Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 
Knowles, Lees 
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Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
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Leeky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long.Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liv’ pool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 
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Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Maealeese, Daniel 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M:Ewan, William 


Allan. William 
Austin, M. 
Biubeldies, Emersou 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Courtn- y, Rt. Hon. LeonardH. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Evans, Samuel T’. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
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Goddard, Dariel Ford 
Hedderwick. Thos.Charles H. 
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(Gate _ ud) 
(Limerick, W.) 


_ Morrison, Walter 


Durning-(Corn , 


‘COMMONS} 


M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Iver, ~~ Lewis (Edin. W.) 
M‘Killop, James 

Maleolm, Tan 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Tho: pe | 
Martin, Riehard Biddulph 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) | 
Mellor, Rt. Hon.J. W. (Yorks. ) | 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton | 
Milbank,SirPowlett CharlesJ. 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon. Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 


Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, James 

Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William | 
Pease,Herbert P. (Darlington) | 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
Percy, Ear] | 
Pilkington,Rich(L’nesNewton | 
Pilkington,SirG A(Lanes.8. W. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharpe 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reckitt, Ee James 
Richardson, J. (Durham... E.) 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Rothsehild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenl’im) 
Russell. T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sammel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


NOES. 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Lawson, SirWilfrid(Cum)Vnd 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, ‘Thomas 


Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan, W Pritchard (Merthyr 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt.Cecil William 
stewed Thomas Willans 
Paulton, James Mellor 
*hilipps, John Wyntord 
Pickersvill, Edward Hare 
Price, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesiey 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 


Bill. 1336 


Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, hg er Edward T. 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Samuel ‘lint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Souttar, ~ aed 

Spencer, Ernest 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somers’t 
St: uiley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Sterdman, William Charles 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Tageart 
Stock, James Henry 
Strachey, Edward 

Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wedder burn, Sir William 
Welby, Lt.-Col ACE(Taunton 
W elby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
W hiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. om et) 
Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Arehibald 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H. (Yorks 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Woodhouse. Sir J.'T.(Hudders. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
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Young,Commander (Berks, E. 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E win 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr Anstruther. 


Stevenson, Francis 5. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JobnLawson(Leeds,5. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES 


Mr. Gibson Bowles and Mr. 


Lloyd Morgan. 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That the Order [26th June] 
that the Money-lending Bill [Lords] be 
committed to the Standing Committee on 
Trade, etc., be read, and discharged ; and 
that the Bill be committed to the Stand- 
ing Committee on Law, ete. 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), further considered. 


*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launceston): 
The Amendment which I am now moving 
must be considered with three others 
which follow and which are consequential. 
The purpose of the Amendment is to save 
this very useful and important clause 
from beeoming, I fear, an absolutely dead 
letter. I am quite sure that as it stands, 
it will be impossible to obtain any useful 
result from it, and I am even doubtful 
whether the language I am proposing is 
sufficient to meet the difficulty. Accord- 
ing to the doctrine of Chancery penai 
rents cannot be enforced when they 
appear in the form of penal rents. But, 
unfortunately, by a series of decisions so 
firmly fixed for years that it is hopeless to 
attempt to disturb them, that doctrine 
has been practically nullified. If the 
penal rent, for instance, is expressed in 
the form that the rent of £200 shall 
become £300 in the last year of the 
tenancy, if the way-going crop is sold off 
the farm, it may well be that Chancery 
will not enforce it. But if the lease pro- 
vides that the rent in the last year of the 
tenancy is to be £300 to be reduced to 
£200 if the way-going crop is not sold, 
that great Court allows itself to be hood- 
winked by the form of the clause and 
fails to see that it means precisely the 
sazme as the clause I first referred to, and 
I regard it as a valid and enforceable 
clause. This form of provision in a 
lease will not be touched by the Bill 
it the clause we are discussing stands 
in the form it is at present, so that it 
will be open to any conveyancing clerk, 
in drawing a contract of tenancy, to avoid 
the provisions of the clause, and make 
penal rents just as much enforceable as at 
present by merely using the aftirmative 
form rather than the negative. By that 
simple turn of a sentence, the whole action 
of the clause can be avoided. In order to 
escape the incidence of these decisions, it 


will of course be necessary to draft the 
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clause very carefully to show that it 
is the intention of the Legislature that 
by no form or device of conveyancing 
can penal rents be enforced. ‘The 
language which I propose, and which is 
contained in this and the subsequent 
Amendments is as follows— 
“Notwithstanding any provision or excep- 
tion in a contract of tenancy relating to the 
payment by the tenant of an increased rent or 
liquidated damages or any other penal con- 
sequences fora breach of a covenant or non- 
coupliance with a condition,” 
the landlord shall not be entitled to re- 
cover any sum in excess of the damage 
actually suffered by him. I do not 
think that the words I propose are too 
wide. We have not to consider forfeiture 
for breach of conditions. This class of 
penal provision, which is the most im- 
portant, was settled by Earl Cairns’ Act 
in 1881. All we have now to consider 
is that the clause should prevent ex- 
aggerated money payment for a breach 
of conditions. In other words, we have 
to make this clause adhere to the great 
inglish principle that if a man makes 
a breach of contract, the other party is 
adequately compensated by the fall 


damages following on that breach. This 
principle is a most just one. The 
clause does not take from the land- 


lord the power to recover full and 
ample damages for breach of contract ; 
all it says is that a contract of tenancy 
shall not be based on the principle that 
a man may yet a profit out of a breach of 
contract—that is to say, that he can re- 
cover damages out of all proportion to the 
damage that he has suffered. [cannot but 
think that the object of the Amendment 
will be sympathised with on both sides of 
the House. The presence of the clause 
in the Act shows that the Government 
have the intention not only in form, but 
in substance, to get rid of these penal 
consequences. For the reasons which I| 
have given to the House it is necessary 
that the clause should be drafted in a 
very wide way. I have no special atffec- 
tion for the language I propose, but it 
appears to me that if we adhere at all tothe 
form of that clause, that language is the 
best. Of course if the Governmeniacknow- 
ledge that their object is the same as 
mine, and that it is their intention that 
penal rents in any form shall not be en- 
forceable, | have no desire that these 
particular words should be accepted. — If 
| may express my own opinion, I think 
that the point being one of great diffi- 
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culty, the best course for the Government 
to pursue would be to have a new clause 


drawn up with due regard to the decisions | 


which have been given. I beg to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 1, after the word ‘provi- 
sion, to insert the words ‘or exception.’ ”— 
(Mr. Moulton.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘or exception’ be there inserted.” 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs): | 
am sure the House will thank the hon. 
and learned Gentleman for the great clear- 
ness and the temperate manner with 
which he has dealt with this question. 
The principle which the hon. and learned 
Gentleman has in view is one to which the 
Government have no objection. At the 
same time, I share the misgiving of the 
hon. and learned Gentleman as to whether 
the words on the Paper are quite adequate 
to carry out the purpose intended. The 
words which are on the Paper as to “any 
other penal consequences” might be held 
to include—at all events it might be 
argued that they included, the right of re- 
entrance. Is is perfectly true, as was 
pointed out by my hon. and learned 
friend, that the provisions of Lord 
Cairns’ Act limited the right of re-entry, 
and it might be said that these words 
would put an end to the right of re-entry 
altogether. Under these circumstances 
the Government will carefully consider 
the matter before the Bill reaches Com- 
mittee stage in another place. 


*Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, S.) 
hoped that the Attorney General would 


make it clear whether the Govern- 
ment, in accepting the Amendment 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman 


the Member for Launceston, meant to 
make the penal clauses in regard to 
breaking up permanent pasture, grubbing 
underwoods or felling, cutting, lopping, 
or injuring trees, inoperative. 


sir ROBERT FINLAY : Ii the hon. 
Gentleman will allow me to say so, 
never stated that I would accept the 
Amendment in reference to the concluding 
words of the clause. 


*Mr. STRACHEY said that when the 
Government introduced the Bill it did not 
Mr. Moulton. 
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clauses in their contracts of tenancy ; and 
it was necessary to have a distinct under- 
standing on this point, because, while it 
was quite right to enact that only certain 
penal rents should be operative, it was 
not right to give permission in certain 
cases to impose penal rents, and then by 
insertion of certain words to make those 
rents voidable, as the Amendment would 
do. The Government were playing fast 
and. loose. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liverpool, 
West Derby): The hon. Gentleman has 
shown clearly that he does not under- 
stand the clause as it stands, the Amend- 
ment of my hon. and learned friend, or 
the Bill as introduced by the Government. 
He has entirely misrepresented all three, 
and has stated broadly to the House that 
it was intended by the Government to 
sanction the breaking up of permanent 
pasture. 


*Mr. STRACHEY: The right hon 


Gentleman entirely misrepresents me. 


*Mr. LONG: If that is not what the 
right hon. Gentleman intended to say, 
then I do not understand the point of his 
reference to penal clauses. 


*Mr. STRACHEY: What I said was 
that the Government in the first place, by 
their Bili as introduced, prohibited all 
penal rents, even for breaking up _per- 
manent pasture. In the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade the Government, under 
pressure, had to move, and carried, an 
Amendment allowing penal rents in the 
case of breaking up permanent pasture 
without consent of the landlord. Now 
the Government, if they accept the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Launceston, will be undoing what they 
did in the Standing Committee, for the 
hon. Member, in moving his Amendment, 
stated that its object was to make the 
penal rents inoperative. 


*Mr. LONG: The view the Govern- 
ment took was fully explained in Com- 
mittee upstairs. It was that the landlord, 
in the case of permanent pasture being 
broken up, could recover from the tenant 
as for an act of waste, and that the inser- 
tion of a penal clause did not strengthen 
his position. It was pointed out by the 
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hon. and learned Member for Launceston 
that the effect of the clause in the Bill as 
it stands would not be such as the Govern- 
ment desire, that a coach and four might 
be driven through it, and that a penal 
clause might be made outside it. In 
order to prevent that the hon. and 
learned Gentleman proposed words which 
my right hon. and learned friend the 
Attorney General has accepted in spirit, 
in order that the words in the clause may 


do exactly what the Government desire | 


them to do, neither less nor more. 


*Mr. MOULTON: I am quite satisfied | 
with the assurance given, and ask leave | 


to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : 
[ would hardly have ventured to trouble 
the House with the Amendment standing 
in my name on the matter of penal rents 


were it not that in this clause there is a | 


rather vicious principle which deserves 
consideration. On the face of it, the 
clause would appear to intervene in con- 
tracts of tenancy now existing, and which 
have still seven or eight years to run. If 
that is so, it would break up these con- 
tracts and set up a new state of things. I 
think that is rather a dangerous principle 
to introduce into an Act of Parlia- 
ment. 
is to safeguard existing contracts, and 


leave the operation of the clause to con- | 


tracts made after the passing of the Act. 
I hope my Amendment will be accepted. 
I think it would be a great pity if the 
progress of the Bill, which, on the whole, 
has proceeded on very moderate lines, 
should be arrested by embarking on a 
principle of a revolutionary character, 
and which would subvert the rights of 
property, which the President of the 
Board of Agriculture should be the very 
first person to safeguard. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line1l, after the word ‘tenancy,’ 
to insert the words ‘ made after the passing of 


this Act.’”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG: Ido not at all wonder 
that the noble Lord has found it necessary 
to call attention to the operation of the 
clause. It is undoubtedly true, as he 


{12 Ju 


The purpose of my Amendment | 
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has stated, that it makes a serious breach 
in the existing law in regard to contracts 
already made. I hope I shall be able to 
show the House some good grounds for 
the course the Government have adopted, 
and I trust that my noble friend and 
others who, like myself, attach great im- 
portance to the preservation of existing 
contracts, will acknowledge that except 
in name and in a technical sense it can 
hardly be said that this clause will in- 
volve the serious results which my noble 
friend fears. What are those so-called 
| penal rents which the Government wish 
First, let me 
point out that by the exception to which 
reference has already been made those 
penal clauses which are abolished refer 
‘only to what I may call the tenant’s 
cultivation of the soil as opposed to any 
act of agriculture which would interfere 
with the character of the holding. We 
have separated these two matters in all 
that we have proposed in the Bill. At 
the present time in regard to a great 
many of these penal clauses, we find, from 
the evidence of the most experienced 
valuers, that they are disregarded by the 
valuers because they consider them in- 
operative and unjust. What is the object 
of these penal clauses? It is not, I sub- 
mit, to give the landlord power to recover 
against the tenant, but to enable him to 
prevent the tenant from indulging in cer- 
tain practices which the landlord believes, 
and probably rightly, will result in great 
permanent damage, or at any rate ina 
/serious change in the character of his 
|property. Now this result has followed— 
| that although the land has been main- 
| tained in proper condition, and damage has 
| been avoided, when the ultimate settle- 
| ment between landlord and tenant has to 
| be made, these penal clauses have been 
suddenly dug out of obscurity, as it were, 
/and have been held against the tenant in 
| such a way as has led the tenant not only 
to lose the compensation for the improve- 
'ments which everybody admits he has 
made on his farm, but to his actually 
being mulcted in damages over and 
above his own claim, because he has been 
guilty of a breach of contract covered 
by a penal clause. There was a case 
the other day in which the tenant had 
so far improved the value of his holding 
that the rent was actually raised from 
thirty-five shillings to £8 per acre, but 
by doing so he had brought himself 
within the law because he had broken a 
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penal clause. The result was that, | 
although the land was improved in value | 
to the extent I have named, not only 
did he lose the compensation due to | 
him for unexhausted improvements, but | 
he was mulcted in heavy damages besides. | 
In the first place these penal clauses are | 
very often discouraged and disregarded | 
by the valuers, and not only are they dis- 
regarded, but when their validity is 
admitted, they very frequently result in | 
manifest injustice to the tenant. What 
would be the result if this Amendment | 
were carried? It would lull the landlord 
into a false sense of security by giving | 
him protection which is protection only 
in name. It would not protect him 
against the injury done to his property 
by the tenant. In all these discussions 
upon the question of land legislation pro- 
posals have been made from each side of 
the House pressing for drastic reforms. | 
On both sides of the House reasons have | 
been adduced to show that great and 
permanent injury would result to the 
land unless those proposals were ad- | 
mitted ; but one claim has been univer- | 
sally admitted, and that is that the 
tenants within proper limits should have 


absolute freedom in the _ cultivation 
of his land. There is no. free- 
dom to cultivate the land if these 


penal clauses are retained and_ held 
in terrorem over the head of the tenant, 
who knows that if he indulges in freedom 
of cultivation he will have to pay for it | 
when he leaves. I submit that the | 
Government have been justified in 
the course they have taken in regard to 
this particular question, and I hope the 
House will support us. 


*EarL PERCY (Kensington, 8.) said 
that this was not a point upon which he 
felt very strongly, but he thought the 
tact that these penal clanses were now in 
abeyance, because the arbitrators did not 
think fit to enforce them, was no argu- | 
ment for doing away with them. The 
precedent of changing the law because 
people did not pay attention to their 
statucory obligations was a very bad one, 
and ought not to be made. He thought 
the argument that the penal clauses were 
not essential to the interests of the land- 
lords, and they did inflict an injustice on 
the tenants, was true, and it was a good 
argument against penal clauses, but no 
argument at all for breaking contracts 
which the tenant had entered into with 


Mr. Long 


{COMMONS} 


| cases. 
‘agricultural questions only 5 per cent. 


| have accepted the Amendment. 


Holdings Bill. 


his eyes open. The right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
was rather severe on the hon. Member 
for East Northamptonshire a few days 
previously because he explained that 
tenants, as a rule, were people who were 
not capable of looking after their own 
interests, but it was only on that principle 
that this clause was defensible or ex- 
cusable. He did not think where a tenant 
entered into a contract with full knowledge 
it was desirable to allow him to break it. 
The right hon. Gentleman might very well 
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accept the Amendment, because, after all, 


it dealt with a very small number of 
Of all the decisions given upon 


came under the operation of this Bill, and 
of that 5 per cent. there was a considerable 
number of yearly tenancies which would 
not be affected by the operation of this 
clause. Under those circumstances, he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman might 
At the 
same time, having regard to the attitude 
of the right hon. ‘sentleman, he should 
advise his noble friend to withdraw it. 


*Mr. MOULTON said he could not 
help feeling great relief when he heard 
that the Government were going to insist 
upon the clause. Upon the defence of 
the clause he did not intend to add a 
word to what had been already said. All 
he desired to do was to say a word as to 
the course the right hon. Gentleman pro- 
posed to follow. So far from his proposal 
being revolutionary, as some hon. Gentle- 
men had suggested, it was simply a con- 
tinuation of a process which had been 
going on for centuries, by which the 
English law was shaking itself free from 
the odious task ot enforcing penal clauses. 
Gradually all these penalties and_for- 
feitures were being done away with, a 
great many of them by the Con- 
veyancing Act of 188%, passed by Earl 
Cairns, who was too conservative ever to 
be revolutionary in the least degree. 
With respect to this clause being applied 
to existing contracts, of which the noble 
Lord seemed to be afraid, he desired to 
point out that in every step taken up to 
the present the change had beer made to 
apply to existing contracts. It was so 
in Earl Cairns Act, and in this case they 
need have no fear in so doing. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Holderness) thought it was rather 
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difficult for hon. Gentlemen who were 
now urging the passage of the Money- 
lending Bill through the House to com 
plain of this principle being applied to 
existing contracts. He was not a very 
earnest advocate of the Money-lending 
Bill, but many of those who sat around 
him were anxious to see it passed into 
law, and he had not heard any of them 
express a regret that that was to apply to 
existing contracts. In the part of the 
country from which he came they did not 
know much of these penal rents, but he 
was inclined to think it was better not to 
interfere with existing contracts when it 
could be avoided, and if it were true that 
these penal clauses in agreements were so 
exceedingly rare that nobody knew very 
much about them, he thought the Amend- 
ment might have been accepted. 


Agricultural 


*Sirn W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford) said the discussion showed that 
there was little need for harsh legislation, 
and he trusted the noble Lord would 
not press the matter to a division. It was 
the evil days through which agriculture 
had passed which had rendered such 
legislation unnecessary. But, as the right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill 
had pointed out, only 5 per cent. of the 
agricultural tenants would come under 
this Amendment, and the majority of 
those would not require to be dealt with. 
He knew of no landlord who would inter- 
fere with a good tenant, and he did not 
lelieve such a man existed ; but he went 
further, and said if such a landlord did 
exist he ought to be relegated to the 
county asylum. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. LOPES (Grantham): In moving 
the Amendment which stands in my 
ame, perhaps I may be allowed first of 
all to remind the House what took place 
in the Standing Committee on this ques- 
tion. On that occasion an Amendment 
was moved by the hon. Member for South 
Somerset which would have had the effect 
of increasing the limit of the law of 
distress from one to two years. That 
Amendment was withdrawn, and an 
Amendment was proposed by the Member 
for South Kensington similar to that which 
I now propose. My right hon. friend the 
Minister for Agriculture, speaking to the 
Amendment, said that he had a perfectly 
open mind upon the question, and that 


{12 JuLy 1900} 


Holdings Bill. 1346 


he would be prepared to accept the 
decision of the Committee. The Com- 
mittee divided on the question, and there 
were fifteen who voted in favour of the 
retention of the clause and fourteen against. 
I can only hope that the small majority 
of one which my right hon. friend ob- 
tained on that occasion will not hermeti- 
cally seal his mind with regard to the 
question, and that he will be prepared 
if possible to accept my Amendment, 
and, at any rate, I chink it will be 
a justification for me in bringing the 
matter up. The Amendment I propose is. 
oviously to amend the law as it at present. 
exists under the Act of 1883. Prior to 
that the law of distress was a considerable 
bone of contention throughout the 
country. It was frequently discussed in 
the House, and a Select Committee was 
appointed in 1882. The result of that 
Committee was that Section 44 of the 
Act of 1883 was passed. Under that 
section the landlord’s power regarding 
distress was limited to one year, but there 
was a proviso to this effect—that where 
in the ordinary course of dealing between 
the landlord and the tenant of a holding 
the rent of such holding had. been allowed 
to be deferred until the expiration of a 
year or half of a year, the law would be 
that the rent of that holding should be 
deemed to have become due at the expira- 
tion of that quarter or half-year, as the 
case might be, and not the date at which 
it became legally due. It is easy to lose- 
one’s self in the intricate maze of Parlia- 
mentary phraseology, but Ido not think 
there can be any doubt as to what the 
intention of the Legislature was at that 
time. It meant to safeguard the land- 
lord’s interest where it was the custom to 
allow three or six months grace to the 
tenant in the payment of his rent. That 
has been the practice ever since that Act 
was passed, and the present Bill proposes 
to do away with that compromise, for it 
was a compromise, which was arrived at 
by both parties in the State on that ocea- 
sion, and if this clause becomes law it 
will only allow the landlord to dis- 
train for one year’s rent. I must say 
that it does not seem to me very difficult 
to understand why this clause has found 
its way into the Bill. It is impossible to 
say at the present time that the law of 
distress embodies any principle of injus- 
tice. It is used with the greatest  tolera- 
tion, the greatest forbearance, and the 
greatest discretion by landlords and their 
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agents, and although it may be said that 
it is very seldom made use of, to admit 
that is not to admit that it is either use- 
less or unnecessary, because, while at the 
same time it allows a landlord to give the 
greatest possible latitude and the greatest 
credit to a good tenant, it also enables 
him to deal with a tenant who cannot be 
so described. I would say at once that I 
do not consider this to be at all a land- 
lords’ question. It is simply and entirely 
a tenants’ question, and it is as such that 
I venture to press it upon the attention 
of the House. The exercise of the law 
ef distress at the present time, when it is 
exercised at all, is chiefly in the direction 
ef giving relief to the tenant, and f 
venture to say that a large body of 
tenants throughout the country would 
be dismayed at any limitation of the land- 
lord’s power of distress, because such 


Agricultural 


limitation would mean that it would 
Jimit the landlord’s readiness to give 


them credit at the time when they 
require it. Although it may be 
said that if you diminish the law of dis- 
traint you will increase the power of the 
tenant to get credit from tradesmen, my 
answer to that is that the law of com- 
petition itself will enable him to get 
reasonable and fair latitude in this diree- 
tion from tradespeople, and it is far better 
for him to borrow money from his land- 
lord than to apply to a bank or any other 
source whatsoever. I believe that, so far 
from simplifying the relations between 
landlord and tenant, the effect of this 
limitation would be to promote discord 
between the two parties. It would tend 
to create an unnecessary revolution in the 
arrangement that at present exists 
between them which would be prejudicial 
to both of the parties concerned. I do 
not want to weary the House by giving 
very many instances of what might arise 
if this clause was passed as it now stands, 
but I should like to point out three 
cases at least in which it would inflict 
very serious injury upon the tenant. Let 
me take the instance of a farmer who 
pays £100 a year in rent to his landlord 
by half-yearly payments—in December 
for the Michaelmas rent and in June for 
the Lady Day rent. Supposing that, at 
the June collection for Lady Day, he is 
£75 in arrear with his rent, it is obviously 
impossible that the landlord could allow 
‘the tenant to go on another six months 
if this clause was passed, because then he 
would have exhausted the limit under 


Mr. Lopes. 
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which he would be allowed to recover, 
and, therefore, to obviate such a risk as 
this it would be necessary to make the 
rent audit close up to the term day. This 
in many parts of the country would have 
a disastrous result on the tenants them- 
selves, because rents are collected at such 
times as to permit the tenants to have the 
opportunity of attending the local fairs 
which are held in their neighbourhood. 
To make any alteration in the arrange- 
ments for the payment of their rents would, 
therefore, have a most injurious effect 
upon them. Then, upon every property 
there are instances of tenant farmers who 
have been occupying their farms for 
upwards of thirty or forty years on what 
are known as yearly tenancies. Ic has 
been the custom with them —— 


Mr. LONG signified to the hon. Mem- 
ber that he would accept the Amendment. 


Mr. LOPES: I am told that my right 
hon. friend is prepared to accept the 
Amendment, and that being so, [ shall 
not continue my remarks. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 11, to leave out Clause 7.” 
—(Mr. Lopes.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words of 
the clause to the word ‘ more,’ in line 12, 
stand part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. LONG: I should like to tell the 
House why I propose to accept this 
Amendment. My hon. friend has asked 
why it is that the Government should 
put this Amendment in the Bill. The 
question of the law of distress is a com- 
plicated and difficult one. I have no 
doubt my hon. friend’s interpretation of 
the Act of 1883 is correct, but it certainly 
was understood at that time that the 
power of the landlord to recover under 
the law of distress was to be limited to a 
year’s rent. When it was discovered 
that a year’s rent meant in reality practi- 
cally eighteen months rent, it was still held 
that that was intended by the Act of Par- 
liament to mean a year’s rent, and that the 
landlord was entitled to recover for that 
period. There have been several sugges- 
tions made on the subject. The Royal 
Commission rezommended that it should 
be limited to a year, and therefore the 
Government thought it right to put this 
clause in the Bill, but since doing so we 
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have received representations from many 
quarters, and many of them from hon. 
Members sitting on the other side of the 
House, pointing out to us that the effect 
of this change in the law would be dis- 
tinetly injurious to the tenants them- 
selves, especially in cases where the pro- 
perties are held not by single individuals 
in their own right, but w here they are 
held by trustees on behalf of charities, 
colleges, and other institutions. It was 
stated that the result of any such change 
in the law would be distinctly injurious to 
the tenant farmers. My hon. friend 
opposite who represents one of the Divi- 
sions of Somerset proposed in the Grand 
Committee upstairs not that the law 
should remain as it is, but that the period 
should be definitely extended to two years 
As my hon. friend the Member for Grant- 
ham has pointed out, the cutting out of 
this clause was only defeated by a 
majority of one. I voted for the reten- 
tion of the clause, but 1 left it entirely to 

e Committee to decide it as they liked. 
Since then [ have been assured in many 
juarters that the retention of this clause 
would be injurious to the tenants, and 
that being so, [advise the House to accept 
the Amendment my hen. friend has 
moved tor the dropping of this clause out 
t the Bill. 


Agricultural 


(Juestion put, and negatived. 


Remaining words of the clause omitted. 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) said 
the Amendment he desired to move dealt 
with Clause 8, and its effect was to make 
Section 


retre spective. 


*Mr. LONG rose to a point of order. 
Clause 8, to which the Amendment was 
uldressed, dealt only with the method by 
which compensation was to be obtained 
He submitted the Amendment should 
properly come on the schedule itself. 


*Mr. SPEAKER ruled that the Amend- 
ment was in order and in its proper 
place 


Mr. JEFFREYS said the point was 
that compensation was given in the 
schedule for temporary pasture, and the 
farmer would like that to be retrospec- 
tive. That was the only question he 


‘desired to raise, and for that purpose he 


moved the Amendment. 


VOL. LXXXV. [Fourty Series. ] 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 20, after the word ‘ Act,’ to 
insert the words ‘ provided that, in the case of 
an improvement s such as is described in para- 
graph twenty-eight in Part ILL. of the First 
Schedule to this Act, where any such i improve- 
ment has been carried out within three years 
before the det ermination of the tenancy, com- 
pensation may be claimed and obtained a 
the provisions of this Act.’”—(VUr. Jeffreys.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG hoped the Amendment 
would not be pressed. There was not an 
argument in support of making the Bill 
retrospective in regard to this particular 
point which could not with e jual force 
be advanced in regard to sai other 
improvements. There was really not much 
importance to be attached to the inclusion 
of temporary seeds. As a matter of prac- 
tice, the farmer who laid down pasture 
did so knowing, in the first place, that as 
the law stood he had no right to compen- 
sation, and, in the second place, that if he 
quitted while that temporary pasture was 
in it would be to the advantage of the 
owner of the land to take it over rather 
than to allow the farmer to break it up, as 
he would have full right to do if the 
owner would not take it over. There- 
fore the point was not so great as it at 
first sight might appear. It would not 
be fair or wise to make an exception in 
any particular instance; if the measure 
was made retrospective at all it ought to 
be made generally retrospective, and that 
the Government could not agree to. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Another Amendment made. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.) said that in putting down the motion 
to omit Clause 10, he desired to call 
attention to a matter which had been 
brought up on several occasions—namely, 
the position in which Scottish agricul- 
turists were placed by the way in which 
this measure applied to them. This was 
a totally new departure. Hitherto, in 
regard to this important subject, Scotland 
had had its own system of legislation 
perfectly separate from the English sys- 
tem, and it was desired that in the future 
they should proceed upon the same lines 
as in the past, having separate legislation 


on this subject, so that Seottish agricul- 
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ture could continue to develop on the lines 
which had led to such marked progress 


since the beginning of the century. He, 


did not say that the Scottish legisl: ition 


should not be on the same lines as the 
English. The progress of agriculture 


must necessarily move very largely upon 
the same principles and the same lines 
in both countries. But as a matter of good 
administration and good legislation, the 
Government, in this Bill, and particu- 
larly in the clause under discussion, were 
taking a retrograde step. Instead of 
making legislation easier and simpler for 
the ordinary person to understand, and 
for the Scottish tenant and landlord to 
have their grievances remedied and _ their 
differences settled, it became more difti- 
cult and expensive, because, in addition 
to their own Acts, this Bill under dis- 
cussion would come in, and that had to 
be interpreted by means not only of 
Scottish Acts but also of English Acts. 
By this measure the Government were 
taking a retrograde step both as regards 
legislation and administration, and for 
that reason he moved the omission _ of 
Clause 10. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 26, to leave out Clause 106.” 
—(Mr. Buchanan.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Bill.” 


*\In. LONG said he was not  over- 
whelmed by the charge which had fre- 
quently been made in the course of the 


debates that the action of the Govern- 
ment was either retrograde or injurious 
to the best interests of agriculture. 
Nobody admired more than those on this 
side of the Border the energetic and 
enlightened manner in which Scottish 
agriculturists had carried on their busi- 
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ness ; but at the same time there was a 
place called England in which were a large 
number of competent agriculturists who 
could hold their own in competition even 
with Scotchmen. The views expressed 
by the hon. Member were entirely at 
variance with the views held by those 
who had some claim to represent Scot- 
tish agriculture—by such a body, for 
instance, as the Scottish Chamber of 
Agriculture. That body was probably 
quite as much entitled to consideration 
on this question as the hon. Member, and 
he (the speaker) was justified in putting 
their views forward in answer to those otf 
the hon. Member. The Scottish Chamber 
of Agriculture had petitioned Parliament 
in favour of the bill; they had helda 


meeting at which they welcomed the Bill’ 


as one of much importance, containing 
provisions calculated to give more effee- 
tive force to the compensation principle ; 
and oddly enough, the provision empower- 
ing the Board of Agricufiure to appoint 
an arbitrator, which had been condemned 
by the hon. Member, was one of the 
parts of the Bill to which they attached 
special importance. It therefore did not 
look as if that body shared the rathet 
peculiar views of the hon. Gentleman in 
regard to the Board of Agriculture. It 
was not desirable or necessary to debate 
on this Amendment the whole question 
of whether or not the Bill should apply 
to Scotland. The object of the Govern- 
ment was so far as necessary to amend 
the law as applied to both countries, and. 
gradually to consolidate the whole of the 
agricultural laws into one Act, so that it 
would be easy for anyone, whether in 
England, Scotland, or Wales, to ascertain 
what the law was and how it stood. 


Question put. 


The House 
Noes, 105. 


divided :—Ayes, 222; 
(Division List No. 212.) 


AYES. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The House having 
just affirmed the machinery for applying 
the Act to Scotland, the next Amend- 
ment, standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for East Aberdeenshire, provid- 
ing that the clause shall not apply to 
Scotland, is out of order. — 


Sm WILLIAM WEDDERBURN | 
(Banffshire): The Amendment which | 
stands in my name is to encourage the 
construction of cottages for agricultural 
labourers. In the district which it is my 
privilege to represent there is a very 
great want of accommodation for agricul- 
tural labourers ; in fact, it has become a 
social scandal that there is no proper 
accommodation for them. I think the 
Member for East Aberdeenshire brought 
before the House a number of cases of 
very great hardship which had happened 
in both his constituency and mine, where 
the sanitary inspector, having visited the 
cottages of agricultural labourers, finds 
that they must be condemned on 
sanitary grounds. But the sanitary 
inspectors are in a great difficulty, because 
the cottages, if condemned, would _pro- 
bably be pulled down, and no others put 
in their place, in which case the position 
of the labourers would be worse than 
before. This is not only a very great 
scandal, but a very serious obstacle to 
good farming throughout the district. | 
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Durham, 8. E.) 
:kton-on-Tees) | TELLERS FOR THE NoOEs— 

Mr. Buehanan and Sir 
Wellesley William VV¥edderburn. 


on 


The labourers very often have to walk 
many miles to get to their work. It 
must also be remembered that an agri- 
cultural labourer cannot be made in a day, 
for he must serve his apprenticeship, and 
these hardy crofters make the very best 
material for agricultural labourers. In 
the Report of the Royal Commission on 
Agriculture various reasons were given 
why farmers are not able to contend with 
farmers abroad, and one of the principal 


| was because of the increased cost of pro- 


duction, and because they could not get 
good labour. Farmers are pertectly 
willing to pay for good labour, but they 


,cannot get it, one of the chief reasons 


being that there is no adequate accommo- 
dation for labourers. What [ therefore 
propose is chat cottages for agricultural 
labourers should be taken out of Part L 
of the schedule of improvements which 
require the consent of the landlord, and 
put into Part IL, in which the farmer is 
only required to give notice. It must be 
remembered that a great many of these 
farmers have leases for twenty-one years, 
and it is perfectly certain that no farmer 
would spend money in building cottages 
unless they were absolutely necessary tor 
the conduct of his farm. We have been 
told by the right hon. Gentleman and 
others that the farmers are very 
capable of knowing their true interests, 
and I do not see how their true interests 
in this matter differ from the true in- 
terests of the landlords. 
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Amendment proposed 

“In page 6 (First Schedule), line 5, after the 
word ‘ buildings, to insert the words ‘ except 
cottages for agricultural labourers.’’’ — (Sir 
Wilham Wedderburn.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG: I can hardly imagine 
that the hon. Member will insist on this 
Amendment, because [ am convinéed it 
is not in the least desired. The first 
great demand—-probably a stronger and 
greater demand than any other—which 
the labourers make is that that they 
should hold their cottages independent of 
farmers and direct from the landlords, 
and that their cottages should not be 
part and parcel of the farms on which 
they are engaged. I should like to ask 
the hon. Gentleman how he proposes to 
carry out the Amendment. Supposing a 
labourer does not desire to live in a cot- 
tage on the farm, is the farmer to bear 
the cost of that cottage, which no one 
will occupy, and is the landlord to be 
compelled to buy it without having 
been consulted in the first instance 
as to the number of rooms, the site and 
whether it was wanted or not. From the 
point of view of the landlord and the 
labourer, I cannot conceive that there 
would be any advantage in this proposal. 
As for the farmer I think it will be found 
that he is not inclined to lay out capital 
when he can only expect a return of 13 
per cent. at the utmost. I hope, there- 
fore, that the hon. Member will not persist 
in the Amendment. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: With regard to 
the argument on behalf of the landlord, 
surely if the cottages which a tenant puts 
up do not add to the letting value of the 
farm, then there would be no claim for 
compensation. The right hon. Gentle- 
man says that they may be useless 
cottages and not wanted, but in that case 
he tenant would not be entitled to com- 
pensation. The substance of the Amend- 
ment of my hon. friend is to provide for 
the cottage accommodation which experi- 
ence has shown exists in many parts of 
Scotland. Very often in Scotland, especi- 
ally where the tenants are a more enter- 
prising body of men than the landlords, 
they are quite willing to put capital into 
the development of their farms, and one 
way of developing a farm is to provide 
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accommodation for labourers. My hon. 
friend in his Amendment wishes to 
remove a restriction on enterprising 
tenants who desire to improve their farms 
in that way. 


Question put, and negatived. 


*EarL PERCY: I beg to move the 
Amendment standing in my name, and 
will do so very briefly, as I have already 
stated my views on the subject. This 
Bill for the first time proposes to allow a 
tenant to make gardens, orchards, and 
osier beds not exceeding three acres in all 
without the consent of the landlord. I 
propose to leaye out the words “ exceed- 
ing one acre” in order to bring the law 
back to the state in which it now exists. 
The principle of the Act of 1883 was 
that improvements for which the tenant 
might gain compensation without the 
consent of the landlord were to be 
strictly limited to those absolutely neces- 
sary for the cultivation of the soil. The 
tenant has entered into a legal obligation 
to farm the soil to the best of his ability, 
and he can only do so if allowed a certain 
amount of latitude in the selection of 
appliances which his experience tells him 
are best fitted for the capacity of the soil. 
But in this Bill the principle is adopted 
that a tenant is to be allowed to convert 
an agricultural holding to other purposes, 
and in that manner to try experiments. 
You are introducing a principle which is 
wholly indefensible and which lends itself 
to indefinite extension. The tenant has 
entered on thé holding with full know- 
ledge of its character and the conditions 
attaching to its cultivation. If he does 
not like that character and those condi- 
tions he is at perfect liberty to go else- 
where. It might be said that this is a 
small point. Of course, it is a small 
point in itself. It may also be said that 
in one or two parts of the country we may 
have cantankerous landlords, who will 
refuse to allow a small indulgence to their 
tenants, and that it is therefore the duty 
of the Legislature to step in and resaove 
that hardship. It is these hard cases 
which, in my opinion, make bad law. I 
do not see why you should stop short at 
legislation which would deprive the land- 
lord of all control over his land once 
he has leased it to a tenant. It may be 
said that three acres are a very small slice 
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out of an ordinary farm, but the right 
hon. Gentleman must remember that 
many of the farms dealt with under this 
sill are farms of five, ten, fifteen, or twenty 
acres, and three acres is a considerable 
slice in such cases. It is a monstrous 
thing that we should allow tenants who 
have only a temporary 
a holding to convert it from an agri- 
cultural holding to purposes for which 
the soil may be absolutely unfitted, 
and for the produce of which there might 
be no local sale, and then to come to the 
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interest in | 


landlord and ask for compensation. What | 


would be thought if we were to apply 
this principle to the ordinary practice of 
letting houses?) What would be said if 
the right hon. Gentleman were to let his 
house to me at an ordinary rent and I 
were to convert his drawing-room into a 
gymnasium and his dining-room into a 
theatre, and then ask him for compensa- 
tion on the ground that the theatrical 
entertainments had added to the value of 
the house. That is precisely an analogous 
case. If you allow these tenants to make 
these gardens and osier beds why confine 
them to one acre ; why place any restric- 
tion upon them at all? Personally, I 
think the whole proposal is ludicrous and 
unnecessary. If the gardens are likely 
to increase the value of the holding, then 
clearly the landlord, who has not merely a 
temporary interest in the land, will give 
facilities to the tenant to make them. The 
proposal in the Bill is therefore unneces- 
sary. If you are going to introduce this 
principle where are you going to stop. It 
is practically certain that when you propose 
to confine this new licence to tenants to one 
acre the party opposite will certainly pro- 
pose to extend it still further when they 
come into power. I must point out to 
the right hon. Gentleman that it is not 
contended that there is any great demand 
for this proposal. It is admitted it has 
heen framed to meet possible or casual 
eases of hardship; it would bring no 
popularity to this side of the House, and 
it has nothing to do with the simpli- 
fication of procedure which is the main 
object of the Bill, I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will think twiee before 
he introduces a principle into the Bill 
which in future will enable the party 
opposite to claim an acceptance of 
development of that principle for which 
the right hon, Gentleman or any of his 
colleagues would not have any sympathy 
at all. 


Burl Perey. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 8, to leave out the words 
‘excecding one acre.’ ”—(Larl Percy.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


*Mr. LONG: It is useless to deny that 
the proposal to give this power to the 
tenants is a limitation in some degree of 
the principle that has been more than 
once laid down—namely, that the right 
should be preserved to the landlord 
to deal with any ultimate change 
in the character of a farm as he 
thinks best. What my noble friend has 
said is undoubtedly true, but I am bound 
to say, when he expresses inability to 
draw a distinction between one acre and 
ten acres, I am doubtfal whether he has 
not studied more carefully the logical 
aspect of these cases rather than their 
practical aspects. I cai assure my noble 
friend that farmers fully realise why a 
distinction is drawn at one acre. Logi- 
cally, from my noble friend’s point of 
view, the limitation may be a_ very 
improper one, but from the general point 
of view, it is a very proper and sensible 
proceeding. It is the limitation in 
Part I. that leads to the 
of limitation in Part II. of the schedule. 
My noble friend moves to omit these 
words in order to follow up his Amend- 
ment by moving to omit other words in 
the next part of the schedule. Therefore 
it is necessary that [ should point out to 
the House that the power which it is 
proposed that the tenants should acquire 
under Part IL. is limited in this way. If 
the tenant desires to do this work, he 
must give notice to his landlord, and if the 
landlord desires to do the work himself, 
he has not only the right todo it, but has 
statutory power to charge the tenant 
5 percent. That is a great protection to 
the landlords. I entirely agree with my 
noble friend that this is a very small 
matter indeed, and that there is not a 
very great demand forit. So far as [am 
aware, no great interest is taken in it by 
landlords or tenants outside the House of 
Commons. It has been recommended by 
the Central Chamber of Agriculture and 
also by the Royal Commission. Supported 
as it is by these two recommendations, 
I do not think it can be regarded as a 
dangerous power to confer on the tenants. 
I cannot help hoping that the House will 
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retain these powers, because they will be 
useful to farmers who desire to exercise 
them, and I do not think there will be 
any danger in giving them. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER = (Kent, 
Thanet): The question we have to con- 
sider is whether a tenant farmer to whom 
land is let for the purpose of cultivation 
should be allowed to take a considerable 
portion of the holding and apply it to 
purposes not contemplated when his agree- 
ment was entered into, and which I think 
it is impossible to argue would be in the 
interests of good farming 
hon. friend say that agriculture will be 
improved or the tenant’s position amended 
by speculations of this kind? It is abso- 
lutely a new business—business which [| 
andertake to say tenant farmers know 
nothing about, and in my opinion it 
would be a very foolish thing for them to 
embark on it. Ido not know whether 
my right hon. friend can tell me of any 
ease in which a farmer has done well by 
dabbling in such speculations. I think 
the principle we are now asked to estab- 
lish is most mischievous and undesirable. 
As regards the general subject, my right 
hon. friend has not noticed my noble 
friend's strongest point—namely, that the 
relative proportion of these experiments 
to the area of the holding is not defined. 
Tecan imagine anyone saying that three 
would be a mere nothing on 
afarm of 1,000 acres; but how about 
small farms! Three acres would be, 
relatively speaking, a large portion of a 
small hoiding, and it is a very strong pro- 
posal to divert it from the purpose for 
which the land was let. An acre of land 
isa great deal to till as a garden. Of 
course if a tenant intends to go in for 
market gardening he ought to apply 
to the landlord as a market garden- 
ing tenant. As for orchards, I have some 
slight experience of them, and I can only 
say it is a very wearisome thing to have 
to wait until the trees grow. I say we 
are doing an ill turn to the tenant farmers 
by inviting them to embark upon specu- 
lative enterprises of this kina. I do hope, 
especially, that my right hon. friend will 
not commit himself to the osier beds. 
He will see that there is a vital distinction 
between a farmer wanting a few rows of 
potatoes or a small quantity of fruit cor 
home consumption and the planting of osier 
beds. He should remember that osier beds, 
unless protected by fences, would be of 


acres 
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serious injury to the farm. Perhaps a 
portion of a field may be unduly moist, 
and the farmer, instead of taking any 
trouble to relieve it of its waterlogged 
condition, would decide under the 
Act of Parliament to plant osiers. 
He would get over the trouble of making 
the land drier, and could also claim com- 
pensation. That would be most mis- 
chievous. Has my right hon. friend con- 
templated what the estimated cost would 
be of planting an acre of osiers and 
fencing the same? I think it would be 
found that quarrels would arise in the 
exercise of this power, and as to whether 
osier beds would add to the letting value 
of the holding, that would bea moot point. 
It cannot be seriously considered that the 
planting of these beds is likely to benefit 
the tenant farmers of England, and I 
hope my noble friend will take the sense 
of the House on the proposal. 


Mr. JEFFREYS could not see that the 
planting of an orchard could injure a 
farm. Asa matter of fact, if it did not 
turn out a success the only man who 
would be injured was the man who had 
taken the risk. It was absurd to say 
that a farmer could not even plant an 
acre of fruit trees without getting the 
consent of the landlord. It should be 
remembered that this was only in the 
second schedule, and the tenant could 
not do the planting without giving notice 
to the landlord, when the landlord might 
prevent him from carrying out the altera- 
tion. This modest proposal was made by 
the Royal Commission, and he thought 
it would be very wrong not to pass it. 
He lived in a dry country, and did not 
know much about osier beds, but if a 
farmer planted osier beds on soil which 
was not suitable or damp enough, and 
they turned out a failure, he would get 
no compensation. 


*CAPTAIN PRETYMAN (Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) hoped his noble friend 
would press his Amendment to a divi- 
sion ; for, after all, there was an impor- 
tant principle at stake—namely, the 
alteration of the permanent character of 
a holding without the consent of the land- 
lord. His hon. friend said that drainage 
was more important ‘han this particular 
class of improvement; but the question 
was, did the improvement alter the 
character of the holding? Now, drain- 
ing did not alter the character of the 
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holding, and, what was of more 
importance, it was beyond 
class of improvement which would be of 


equal use to the succeeding as to 


the present tenant. On the other 
hand, if osiers were planted it 
would probably be done by a 


man who was a basket maker. But the 
successor might not be a basket maker, 
and could not make use of the osiers, and 
he would go to the wall. But there was 
another important point, the landlord 
might be an extremely poor man himself. 
In the case of large farms, cultivated by 
large tenants, an acre taken up for an 
orchard or an osiery wouid not be a 
matter of great importance. But in the 
case of a small holding a comparatively 
large sum of money might be spent in 
laying out two acres of land as a fruit 
garden and an osiery. These might not 
be of any great value to the succeeding 
tenant, and payment of compensation for 
them might be a very large charge on a 
small owner. Why should a great prin- 
ciple be departed from, and the small 
owner be subjected to what might bea 
very great risk for a thing his tenant did 
not particularly want? The right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Agriculture had conducted the Bill with 
such moderation that he felt very loth to 
ask his noble friend to divide, but he 
hoped he would divide, as the point was a 
most important one. When he looked at 
the schedules it occurred to him that this 
proposal had been inserted into Part IL, 
because it looked so very meagre when 
it only contained the item “drainage,” 
but he would remind his right hon. 
friend if he thought the second part 
too thin, that a bit of good thin ham 
was preferable toa bit of thick bad bacon 
ina sandwich. He hoped that the ques- 
tion at issue would not be made, on 
division, a Government question. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) thought the 
hon. Member who had just spoken 
must have forgotten the very terms of 
the Bill which he had criticised. He 
took as an illustration a tenant who 
planted an osier bed which would be of no 
use to the succeeding tenant, and yet the 
landlord would have to pay compensation 
for the bed, on the determination of the 
tenancy. Now, the express words of the 
compensation section were that where a 


Capt. Pretyman. 
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| tenant had made an improvement on his 


holding he was to be entitled— 

“At the determination of the tenancy, on 
quitting his holding, to obtain from the Jand- 
lord as compensation under the said Acts for 
the improvement, such sum as fairly represents 
the value of the improvement to an incoming 
tenant.” 


Therefore, if the improvement was of no 
value to the incoming tenant there was 
no compensation. His object in rising 
was to make a most earnest appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman to stand by this 
clause as it was. After all, this schedule 
was something of a compromise, for 
Amendments had been moved from both 
sides suggesting to leave out and to add 
to. He intended to support tle Govern- 
ment, not because the Bill was all that he 
wished it to be, but because it was the 
hest possible that they could get. 
right hon, Gentleman stood by t 
schedule he would very soon get the | 
through. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, St 
Albans) said one of the objections he had 


to the Bill was that it would embark the 
landlord in investments of a speculative 
character. It was bad to allow a man to 
obtain a temporary hold on property 


on one representation, and then to 
deal with it afterwards ditferently 
from that representation. Take an illus- 
tration. A private house was let to a 
man who spent a great deal of money in 
converting it into a theatre, from wlhtel 
he made a large profit. At the deter 
mination of the lease was the landlord te 
pay compensation, although the theatre 
was of no value to the new tenant? ‘That 
was exactly the case with either fruit trees 
or osiers, the market for which was limited. 
His hon. friend the Member for North 
Hants spoke as if it were ai immense 
advantage that notice had to be given to 
the landlord ; but he could see none. <A 
man was asked to spend money on the 
principle of * heads I win, tails vou lose.” 
For instance, a man incurred heavy ex- 
penditure on fruit trees, and before they 
became mature he came upon the landlord 
for compensation for those trees, which 
might be perfectly healthy and strong, 
but which were of no good, because the 
local market had either ceased to exist or 
was dying; and on the landlord would 


jfall the loss of that speculation. He 


could not approve of the line taken by 
the right hon. the President of the Board 
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of Agriculture. 


say that he was not afraid of the exten- | 
sion of the principle of the measure. | 


Personally, he was afraid of it; but 


whether right or wrong, he objected to a | 
principle which could not be logically | 


extended in practice. The right hon. 
Gentleman had given no explanation of 


how the extension of the principle could | 


be logically opposed, and it might be 
that in the fulness of time, when the 
right hon. Gentleman crossed the floor 
of the House he would be found 


{12 JuLy 1900} 


saying that what was perfectly right | 


now would be perfectly wrong then. 
He opposed the whole thing abinitin. A 
man to whom property was handed over 
by a landlord temporarily and for a specific 
purpose had no right to use that property 
for another purpose without the land- 
lord’s consent. If it were in the public 
interest that orchards and osieries should 
be made without the consent of the Jand- 
lord, there should be no limitation to an 
acre. The man should be entitled to turn 
the whole holding into a fruit garden or 
osiery. It was ludicrous to make a limi- 
tition. The truth was that the right 
hon. Gentleman, in his general desire to 
meet certain views, had fallen into an 
error of principle, capable of immense 
extension. While the thing was yet 
small it could be stopped, and he begged 
the right hon. Gentleman to listen to 
those on his own side of the House and 
withdraw a propos: | containing what was 
a most mischievous principle. — 


*Mr. PERKS (Lineolnshire, Louth) 
said he represented a large agricultural 
constituency twelve hundred square miles 
in extent. Many of the tenant farmers in 
Lincolushire had asked for the assistance 
of the Legislature to protect them from 
the unreasonable and unrestricted con- 
ditions imposed on them by the landlords 
who refused to give full freedom to 
tenants in carrying on their business. — It 
was contended in the course of this debate 
that the land was the property of the land- 
lords to do what they like with. But 
he ventured to suggest that there was a 
co-partnership in the products of the 
property between tie landlord and 
the tenant. The farmer provided the 
intelligence, the capital, and the labour, 
and the landlord supplied the land. He 
trusted the Government were going to 
maintain this clause, which would 
certainly give to the tenant, though on a 
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He understood him to! small scale, a latitude he ought to have, 


and which had not hitherto been his. In 
one part of Lincolnshire stiff clay land 
had been largely used for growing roots, 
but it was ultimately used with great 
profit to both landlord and tenant for 
trenching and growing celery. For many 
years, however, the same arguments used 
to-day had been employed to prevent the 
tenants cultivating celery instead of roots , 
but the landlords had at last come to see 
that it was for their mutual interest to 
give the tenants liberty in that particular 
direction. What was true of celery was 
true of osiers, fruit gardens, and orchards. 
Surely a tenant, who was a man of 
intelligence, and who had to watch 
the outgoing of every penny, would 
not spend money in the conversion 
of an acre of his farm into an 
osier bed or a fruit garden without an 
intelligent forecast of a return for the 
outlay of his money. If the garden or 
osier beds were of no value to the in- 
coming tenant there would be nothing for 
the landlord to pay. The clause was a 
very moderate concession to farmers, who 
ought to be encouraged rather than ob- 
structed in making experiments on smal] 
portions of their holdings ; and he hoped 
the Government would adhere to it. 


Mr. HARDY (Kent, Ashford) hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman might yet see 
his way to aecept his Amendment in 
regard to osier beds, which stood on a 
different ground entirely from orchards 
or fruit gardens. He wished to ask the 
right hon. Gentleman one question as 
concerning the words proposed to be left 
out. Inthe Grand Committee consider- 
able doubt was expressed as to whether 
it might not be possible as the section 
now stood to make several small osier 
beds on a farm which in the aggregate 
would cover a considerable number of 
acres. It was very likely that a farmer 
might take several small plots separate 
from each other on the banks of a stream, 
and that these collectively would be far 
greater than the limitation proposed in 
the schedule. In Grand Committee the 
right hon. Gentleman undertook to intro- 
duce qualifying words if he were advised 


' that there was any doubt on the subject. 


He would like to know whether the right 
hon. Gentleman was satisfied that the 
words “not exceeding one acre” would 
obviate the difficulty which had been 


| raised, 
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*Mr. LONG: I did carefully consider 
that point, and [ have been assured that 
the clause as worded would limit the 
farmer to planting one acre in all. 


Sir J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 
gow, College) said the Government might 
well agree to accept this Amendment 
without any fear of losing the Bill as a 
whole. The Government might rest 
assured that very little interest was taken 
in this question, which was a very small 
one in itself, but, as a matter of principle, 
of very great importance. If this scheaule 
was passed, although it would not do 
much in the direction desired for the 
benefit of the tenant, it would be used in 
the future to deprive the landlord of the 
right to decide as to what use his land 
should be put. The result might be that 
the landlord would have to pay compen- 
sation for what had actually made the 
holding of less value than before. 


Mr. JOHNSON-FERGUSON (Leices- 
tershire, Loughborough) said if the Amend- 
ment were accepted it would strike at the 
real principle of the Bill, as laid down by 
the right hon. Gentleman, and a tenant 
would not be able to plant an osier bed 
without first obtaining the permission of 
the landlord. If an improvement was to 
change the character of the farm, he could 
very well understand that it should be 
necessary to obtain first the consent of 
the landlord ; but if the improvement was 
a mere adjunct to the amenity of the 
holding, then that consent should not be 
necessary. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would adhere to the clause as 
it stood, 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said he had 
listened with great interest to the debate, 
and he could not congratulate his right 
hon. friend the Président of the Board of 
Agriculture on having received very 
much support froin his own side of the 
House. The only speech in his favour came 
from the hon. Member for North Hamp- 
shire, who relied mainly on his great faith in 
fruit farming for the benefit of the country. 
One of the ablest speeches made upon the 
Amendment was founded on a ground 
all those who supported the Bill regarded 
as most dangerous. One hon. Member 
regarded it as a compromise because it 
was supported from both sides of the 
House ; another, with a perfectly open 
mind, argued on one side and formed his 
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conclusions on the other. The right hon, 
Gentleman having, to judge by his speech, 
an eccentric love tor doing what is practi- 
cally useless and logically pernicious, pro- 
posed to adhere to the Bill as it stood. 
There were hon. Members who had not an 
unreasoning zeal in favour of want of 
logic ; they preferred what was logically 
sound and sensible, and therefore they 
intended to divide the House. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire) said 
the noble Lord who hadi just sat down ap- 
peared to think the landlord would be 
robbed because a tenant was going to be 
given a discretion with regard to the way 
he might cultivate one acre of his farm. 
No one could read the papers for a week 
without finding articles deploring the 
amount of eggs or other produce we were 
importing, and moralising on the want of 
energy of our agriculturalists, who 
allowed this importation of articles which 
they might produce themselves. What 
the Government proposed to do was to 
say that with regard to one acre of his 
holding the farmer shall be allowed a dis- 
cretion, so that he might be able to move 
with the times if he had the capacity to 
do so. A variety of arguments had been 
urged against the clause. The hon. 
Member for Woodbridge did not like it 
for the reason that though it would not 
much affect the large landowner, it might 
hear very hardly on the small landlords, 
who were poor men, if they had to give 
compensation for these improvements. 
People were always iamenting that more 
money Was not put into the land, yet 
hon. Members like the hon. Member for 
Woodbridge objected to the tenants 
putting their money into it. 


Caprain PRELYMAN: Not at all. 1 
only objected to their spending the land- 
lords’ money, 


Mr. PHILIPPS said that in this case 
the tenant spent his own money in im- 
proving the land, and if objection was 
now to be raised to his spending his own 
money as regarded improving an acre of 
land, how was capital to get into the land 
and farming to progress at all? The right 
hon. Member tor Thanet said that fruit 
farming up to an acre ought not to be 
allowed, because a farmer in the North of 
England might plant an acre—which was 
not adapted to the purpose—with fruit 
trees. But as regarded one acre, which 
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was a moderate enough proposal, it was 
absurd to say that a farmer should not 
plant fruit trees because some stupid 
person might plant them on unsuitable 
land. Two principles had been discussed 
on this Amendment. One principle was 
that somebody unconnected with agricul- 
ture and who did not understand it should 
teach the farmer his business ; the other 
principle was to leave the farmer a free 
hand in order that he might try and do 
something to promote progress in his 
business. The Government had not gone 
very far in that direction, but their pro- 
posal was a right one and he should 
support It. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk) pointed out that the 
Amendment before the Committee was 
not so much directed against those who 
wished to make an orchard or a garden as 
it was to the question of whether, if a 
man did so on another man’s land with- 
out the owner’s consent or against his 
will, the owner should pay him compensa- 
tion when he gave up his tenancy. He 
rose for the purpose of suggesting a com- 
promise. The Amendment appeared to 
apply more particularly to osier beds 
than to orchards and gardens, and it was 
argued that the change in the character 
of the holding was much more serious in 
that case. He thought, therefore, an 
agreement might be arrived at by giving 
way on the question of osier beds, and 
allowing the clause to stand as at present 
with regard to orchards and gardens. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sus- 
sex, Horsham) said that, whatever might 
have been the case, the proposals of the 
Bill had been given away by the hon. 
Member for Louth, who appeared to 
look upon the relation of the landlord 
and tenant as that of a partnership, and 
he desired that one partner should have 
power to break the articles of partnership 
and make experiments in his own 
interests. But a partnership was gene- 
rally governed by articles, one of which 
forbade one partner engaging in specula- 
tions or experiments. Yet that was the 
relationship which it was suggested to 
apply between the landlord and the tenant. 
But, apart from that, he thought that 
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these proposals required more considera- 
tion than had been bestowed upon them. 
They appeared to have been pitchforked 
into the Bill without any consideration as 
to how they would work out in practice. 
There was no proportion about them ; 
however small or however large the 
holding, the acre multiplied by three 
might be taken off. So that on a_hold- 
ing of seven acres, nearly half might be 
taken for experiments, and when another 
tenant took the holding he might 
take another three and leave only one 
acre. Those were matters which should 
be guarded against, and which ought to 
have been foreseen, and in his opinion it 
would be better to withdraw the present 
proposal, and bring it forward in some 
other form which would deal with those 
objections. Arguments were often urged 
that when there was no permanent value 
in the improvements to the holding, the 
tenant would not be paid for them. He 
distrusted such arguments, because if the 
arbitrator had power to give compensa- 
tion he would always look with a kindly 
eye upon the man who had laid out his 
money. The man might have laid it out 
unwisely, and ina manner which would 
bring no permanent return, but so long 
as human nature remained as it was, the 
arbitrator would see some possibilities of 
good to the incoming tenant. What the 
House had to consider was whether the 
proposals were good in themselves, and 
whether sutticient provision had been 
made to guard against those difticulties 
and possible differences which he had 
drawn to the attention of the House. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL thought it 
would be only just and fair after what 
had been said on both sides of the House 
if the right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
the Bill would allow the division to be 
taken without the Government. tellers, 
and not attempt to coerce the party, but 
leave it free and let them by their votes 
give the true sense of the House upon 
the Amendment. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—<Ayes, 231; 
Noes, 53. (Division List No. 213.) 


AYES. 
Abraham, Wm, (Cork, NE.) | Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) ; Banbury, Frederick George 
Allan, William (Gateshead) | Briley, James (Walworth) Beach, Kt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Arrol, Sir William | Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) | Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. 
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Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 
Bigwood, James 
Billson, Alfred 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
soscawen, Arthur Griffitli- 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Brigg, John 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bullare, Sir Harry 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derb’shire 
Cawley, Krederiels 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J (Birm. 
Chamberiain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clark, Dr. G. B. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjainin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. 
Coiston, Chas. Edw. H. 
Cook, oo ‘A. 


Cooke,C. 





Jesse 
Athole 
Lucas (Lambe rH 
V.Radelitie( Heref'd) 
eck c ameron (Glasgow) 
Com wallis, Fiennes Stanley W. 
Crilly, Daniel 
Crombie, Jolin William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. S. (Bolton) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, Ss.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, + oo A. 
Doogan, P. ; 
Douglas, | Hon. Akers- 
7 sme ow W illiam Theodore 
Dunn, Sir Williain 
Dyke, Rt. Hon Sir Wim. H. 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. (Gdamorgan 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Ed. 
Fenwick, Charles 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fiannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michaei Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, Willi Jolinson 
Gariit, William 
Gedge, a Vv 
Gibbons, J.L Joyd 
Gladstone. Rt. Hn. HerbertJn. 
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Godderd, Daniel Ford 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
eae, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. aeweeeey} 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, Sir Sainuel (Norwich) 
Hovan, James Francis 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnson-Ferguson, J. EF. 


Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
pre les, Lees 

auwrence.SirE Durning-(Corn. 
L awson, Sir Wilfrid (Cumb’d) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewelyn.Sir Dillwyn-(Swan’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’]) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

pay Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M:Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Win. (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Riehard 
M:‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
M‘Leod, John 
Maddison, Fred. 
Mappin. Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mendl, —— Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Monk, pe James 
More, RK. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bat h) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 
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O'Malley, Williain 

Panlton, James Mellor 
Pease, A. E. (Cleveland) 
Peel, Hn. Wim. Robt. We lesley 
Penn, John 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 


Pickard, a ge 
Pilkington,SirG. A,(LanesSW) 
aner Patrick Joseph 


Price, Robert Jolin 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edwad. 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Rickett, J. Compton 

sores fags Hn.Sir goed W 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Thomson 
Robertson, t “ssa (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Simeon, Sir Barrineton 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Abel H.(Christchureh) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Sozmes, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spencer, Ernest 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tageart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas. A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, $ 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay ' 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williains, Jos. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, Jobn (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glovan) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt Hon E. R.( Bath 
Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndhain, George 

Wryvill, Marmaduke D'Arc} 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES:— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Anson, Sir Wiilliain Reynell 


I! 
' 


Baird, John George Alexander | 


Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s L. 
Brassey, Albert 


Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East 


Cecil, Lord Haugh (Greenwich) 
Cox. Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Mane’r 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Harry S. (Sutfolk) 


{12 JuLy 1900} 
NOES. 

GiLbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Hardy, Laurence 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leeky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Ed. H. 
Lopes, Henry Yerde Buller 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
Lueas-Shad well, William 
M‘Killop, James 
Maleolim, [an 
Milkank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monmouthsh. 
Morrison, Walter 
Mount, William George 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes. Newton) 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

tankin, Sir James 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Round, James 

Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Sidebottom, William (Derby. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Talbot. Rt. Hn J.G.(Oxfd Un.) 
Tollemache. Henry James 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E(Taunt’n 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Earl Perey and Mr. Prety- 
nan. 





*Eart PERCY said he would formally 
move the next Amendment, though, after 
the overwhelming support given to the 
Government by the Opposition in the 
lobby, he would not take a division 


for the purpose of asking a question | 


which perhaps the Attorney General 
would answer. Under the Bill a 
tenant would be allowed to make a 
garden to the extent of an acre without 
the consent of the landlord ; but in the 
ease of a yearly tenancy and the tenant 
going out at the end of the year, would 
the new tenant be free to add another 
acre to the tenancy ? 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 6, line 10, to leave out the words 
‘exceeding one acre.’ ”?—(Larl Percy.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Sil.” 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY said the 
amount of compensation would arise out 
of the whole tenaney, and the limit in 


the schedule would apply to the one 
tenancy. 


*Eart PERCY: But the next yearly 
tenant, and the next, and the next again } 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY said he should 
certainly read the Bill as applying to one 
tenancy, and the next tenant would have 
equal right with his predecessor. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said the 
Attorney General told them distinctly that 
if a new tenant came in or a son took up 
his father’s tenancy, he might set to work 


on other three acres. In the previous 
discussion he was opposed by his hon. 
friend the Member for North Hampshire, 
who was the only Conservative Member 
who supported the Government by speech. 
His hon. friend said that if a tenant 
experimented by planting osiers he would 
get no compensation from the valuer. 
He ventured to differ entirely from that. 
He was sorry to say that he had tried the 
experiment of planting osiers, and he had 
been fool enough to plant an orchard. 
He could assure the House that he had 
deeply regretted both experiments. An 
hon. and learned friend of his was, he 
knew, a great authority on gardening, 
and he had been so good as to afford 
some valuable information in a_publica- 
tion which he could only hope his tenants 
had never read. According to the 
hon. Member for Hereford, the way to 
make money was to plant orchards and 
embark in fruit cultivation. That might 
be true in his case and his neighbourhood, 
but in his own it was disastrous. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
understood that all these three Amend- 
ments about osiers, gardens, and orchards 
were to be discussed in the first, but if 
there are to be separate debates on each 
of these Amendments the right hon. Gen- 
tleman cannot go into the question of 
orchards now. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said that 
in the previous debate he did not touch 
on the question of orchards, while his 
hon. friend, in moving this Amendment, 
never alluded to osiers at all. Of 
course he drew a great distinction be- 
tween osiers and other experiments of 
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that kind. He was endeavouring to show 
that gardening, as distinguished from 
osier beds and fruit trees, was a very 
doubtful speculation indeed. Certainly 
in his own neighbourhood, if any farmer 
were to suggest to him—he never 
had a tenant who would do it—that 
he wanted to devote his attention to 
gardening, he would advise him, if he 
wished to retain any portion of his capital, 
to keep out of the gardening business. 
It now appeared that the entire character 
of a holding might be speculatively altered 
without the consent of the landlord, and 
he hoped that in another place common 
sense would amend the Bill in this re- 
spect. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said it was 
necessary to comment upon what the 
Attorney Genergl had told them. — It 
would be remembered that the President 
of the Board of Agriculture relied very 
largely on the fact that one acre was the 
limit. The explanation of the Attorney 
General disposed of the statement that 
this improvement or injury would be 
limited to one acre. They now learned 
asa matter of fact that if one tenancy 
succeeded another, acre after acre would 
be liable to be so treated. The question 
was left in a substantially different 
position from that in which they 
approached it when the discussion com- 
menced. He believed it to be a_per- 
nicious principle to extend to one acre, 
but they now knew that it inight be ex- 
tended to a great many acres. A more 
ridiculous conclusion and a greater piece 
of absurdity it would be impossible to 
imagine. He hoped the Government 
would amend this in the other House. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL said he had 
the impression that his right hon. friend 
the President of the Board of Agriculture 
had no suspicion of what was buried in 
the close of this Bill, and he saw the look 
of surprise that came over his face when 
the Attorney General made this painful 
discovery of the extent to which these 
proceedings might be carried in the course 
of a few years. He suggested that some- 
thing should be done to meet this dliffi- 
culty when the Bill went to a place where 
common sense could be applied to it. 


*Mr. LONG: Nobody can have any 
doubt whatever of the conditions under 
which compensation will be payable to a 

Mv. Juanes Lowther. 
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tenant. I am bound to say that it did not 
occur to me that the objection now raised 
was a very important one, because I think 
it is not likely to occur frequently. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: My 
Amendment refers to item twelve of 
Part L. of the schedule, which requires the 
consent of the landlord for the reclaiming 
of waste land. The effect of that will be 
practically in the north of Scotland to 
veto all the reclamation of land which is 
now going on day by day. We ought 
rather to encourage the labour by which 
people make one or more blades of grass 
grow where none grew before. My right 
hon. friend the President of the Board of 
Agriculture does not claim to have special 
knowledge of the north of Scotland, but 
I am glad to say that the Attorney 
General has that knowledge, and I would 
appeal to him in regard to the correct- 
ness of my statement and the reasonable- 
ness of the small concession I now ask 
for. I think as the right hon. Gentleman 
in charge of the Bill has refused to 
give us a separate Scotch Bill, he 
will feel himself bound, as far as he 
possibly can, to meet any particular 
grievance pointed out to him as arising 
from the different circumstances of Scot- 
land, and especially the north of Scotland, 
to those of England. My proposition is 
that if the improvements which take the 
form of reclaiming the waste land require 
the consent of the landlord practically 
the improvements cannot go on. As the 
right hon. Gentleman does not claim 
special knowledge of the north of Scot- 
land, I will very briefly explain what the 
circumstances are. Very frequently an 
arrangement has been made with a large 
proprietor holding a great amount of 
waste land, as well as fertile and cul- 
tivable land. The proprietor often settles 
industrious cultivators on the land. I] 
would instance the case of the Duke of 
Fife, who holds a large estate in Bantf- 
shire. His predecessor settled a great 
number of people on these terms. He 
said to them, “ You must not look to me 
for money to assist you in your improve- 
ments or your reclamation, but | will 
put moderate rents upon the ground, 
which is now very unproductive, and 
you will get the whole benefit that 
arises from building your houses, reclaim- 
ing the land, draining it, and the like.” 
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That was the understanding under which 
these industrious small holders have re- 
claimed very large tracts of country and 
very much iraproved all that district. But 
it is quite evident that these are small 
operations. How is it that one of those 
small holders proceeds to reclaim? It is 
perhaps by digging an open trench, by 
removing boulders, by digging up heather, 
and by putting down a spadeful or two 
of lime when he has the opportunity. 
He does not undertake great reclama- 
tions, but he is at it from day to day, 
constantly at work, and the ultimate 
result is that a very valuable new tract 
of cultivated land is brought within the 
proprietor’s domain. If he had to get the 
consent of the landlord for each of these 
operations it would be impossible. 
Distances are great, and he cannot go 
away miles and miles to the proprietor 
or his agent to get his sanction for these 
small improvements. What I would 
really be glad to see would be that the 
reclamation of waste land should be taken 
out of the hands of the landlord altogether 
and handed over to the tenant. I can- 
not see how the landlord’s interest can in 
any way be affected by a change from 
heather into grass. ‘Therefore, in im- 
posing this restriction, you are really 
putting a difficulty in the way of carry- 
ing out improvements by an industrious 
and enterprising people. In fact I think 
[ may say that a great part of the land 
now under cultivation would never have 
been brought under cultivation if a diffi- 
culty of this sort had existed. There- 
fore I should be glad to see this restriction 
removed altogether, but I know there is 
no use in pressing opposition on the 
matter and asking very much. I have 
only suggested that land for reclamation, 
not exceeding an acre, should be left 
to the discretion of the tenant. I have 
referred to the Duke of Fife’s estate rules. 
As long as the Duke of Fife owns that 
land the tenant is perfectly safe in making 
the reclamation, but then, unfortunately, 
it sometimes happens, as has happened iu 
the case of the Duke of Fife, that the land- 
lord sells a considerable portion of the 
land, and then the estate rules cease to 
operate, and people who have been work- 
ing on the faith of those rules, find that 


there is no protection for their improve- | 
be cases where money would be thrown 


ments at all. I beg to move. 


{12 JuLy 1900} 
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Amendment proposed— 

“In page 6, line 19, after the words ‘ waste 
land,’ to insert the words, ‘exceeding one 
acre.’ ”—(Sir William Wedderburn.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG: It is obviously impossible 
to discuss the Amendment under consider- 
ation without reference to the one that 
follows it, and is consequent upon it. I 
have considerable sympathy with the 
hon. baronet in his desire that some con-~ 
cession should be made to tenants who 
find themselves in the circumstances de- 
scribed, but I do not think the change he 
suggests is one that is desirable. He has 
no doubt in his mind a particular class of 
tenants effecting a particular kind of re- 
clamation, but the term ‘‘ reclamation of 
waste land” is one which is applied in 
various ways in different parts of the 
country, and while it might be quite 
fair to enable this work to be done 
without limitation in some parts of the 
country, under his conditions it would be 
unfair and unwise to permit it elsewhere. 
While the reclamation of waste land is of 
the utmost importance as affecting the. 
future value of the land it may be land, 
which some people consider it is alto- 
gether undesirable to improve and _ re- 
claim. There are many kinds of waste 
land. There is waste land over which not 
only the owner but particular persons 
have certain rights, and it is conceivable 
that in such cases difficuities might arise 
if tenants were empowered to reclaim the 
land without the consent of the landlord 
or his agent. Under these circumstances 
I will ask the House to resist the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Baronet. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I venture to express the hope that the 
right hon. Gentleman will be open to per- 
suasion on this point. I think it has 
sometimes accelerated the progress of a 
measure if the Minister in charge of it 
gives way gracetully occasionally. [I 
cannot help thinking that he has some- 
what exaggerated the importance of the 
Amendment moved by my hon. friend. [ 
do not for one moment dispute that there 
may be very good reasons for inserting 
the item in the first schedule applying to 
the reclamation of waste land generally, 
because it is quite obvious that there may 
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Mr. VICARY GIBBS: I have very 


considerable sympathy with the hon, 


reclamation of land is carried to a large | Baronet’s objeet. Every argument the 


extent, I think the consent of the land- 
lord ought first to be obtaired. The 
Amendmevt moved by my hon. friend is 
strictly limited to the reclamation of 
waste land to the extent of anaere. I 
do not want to exazger ‘aie, the importance 
of the Amendment—I do not know tnat 
it is of so much importance as to justify 
the right hon. Gentleman in refusing to 
consider it ; and certainly in those cases 
to which my hon. friend more particularly 
veferred—small holdings in the High- 
lands—I do believe it might have some 
beneficial effect. [cannot conceive a case in 
which a landlord would refuse his consent 
to the reclamation of an acre of Jand 
where it was manifest that the reclama- 
tion would improve the value of the land. 
Considering how very little the right 
hon. Gentleman has been asked to give 
way, he would do a good thing if he 
would be persuadea to change his mind. 


right hon. Gentleman used against the 
Amendment might be used against him- 
self in other matters. I said some time 
ayo that the Bill was faulty in principle, 
and before five months have passed we 
have an illustrat‘on of that fact. There 
is no reason whatever why, if it is right 
to give compensation for an orchard 
cultivated without the landlord’s consent, 
it should not be right to give it for 
the reclamation of an acre of bog land. 
I can see no distinction between them, 
Both are good objects. The question is 
whether that should be done at somebody 
else’s expense. I merely wish to point 
out how very quickly the effect which I 
ventured to prophesy has been fulfilled. 


Question put. 


Ayes, 60; Noes, 


214.) 


The House divided : 
126. (Division List No 


AYES. 


Hogan, 
Horniman, 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
‘Billson, Alfred 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Hutton, 


James Francis 
Frederick 
Humphreys-Owen, 
Alfred E. 


Rickett, J. Compton 

Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees 
Sinelair,Capt. Jno.(Forfarshire 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Arthur Wellesley 


John 
Arthur C. 
(Morley) 


Brvyee, Rt. Hon. James Jones, David Bryumor (Swans. | Soames, 

Burns, John Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | Souttar, Robinson 

Burt, Thomas Lewis, John Herbert Spicer, Albert 

€aldwell, James Macaleese, Daniel Steadman, William Charles 


Causton, Richard Knight 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) M‘Leod, John 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) Maddison, Fred. 


Mendl, 
Midk omore, J 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C 

Fenwiek, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Chris eo 
Gladstone. Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


( Connor, T. 


O Malley, 
Perks, 
Philipps, - 
Pickard, 


M‘Ghee, Richard 


Sigis a Ferdinand 


ye ‘onnor,James( Wicklow, W. 
P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

William 

Robert William 

John Wynford 
Benjamin | Sir 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie { 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, Alfred( Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Weir, James Galloway 

W ilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson,Jos. H.(Middlesbrough 
Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
William Wedderburn 
and Mr. Hedderwick. 


Throgmorton 








Arrol, Sir William 

ag Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (W — 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bethell, Commander 
Jhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bill, Charles 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

A’arson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 


Mr. Hedderwick. 


NOES. 


Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chi amberl: vin, RtHn. J.(Birming 
Chamber See aadaad Wore’r 
Chaplin, tt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Coghill, “Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Ed. H. Athole 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. ©. (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes Stan. W. 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 





Cruddas, Willian seeks lson 


Dalkeith, Ear! of 

Davies, Sir Hor. D. (Chatham 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbauk, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 





Ler 
Ci 


Gi 
Gi 
_ 
x6 
Ge 
450 
(70 


He 








line 
hui 
bus 
num 
shelt 
the 
tecte 
thin; 
macl 
and 
that 
cunt 
buile 
Was 


380 
ery 


ion, 
the 
the 
‘im- 
ime 
ple, 
we 
ere 
cht 
ard 
‘nt, 
for 
nd. 
2m. 
\ is 
dy 
‘int 
+h I 
l. 


_ 
eS, 


ees 


hire 


ey 
ith) 


1,E. 


hyr 


id) 
awh 


es. 


urn 


ain 


I's- 
ore 
art 


eB) 
yne 


1381 Agricultural 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William . 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
4roschen, Rt. Hn. G.J.(St.Geo.’s 
Goschen, Georve J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Harmilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbary, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Heaton, Join Henniker 
Hornby, Sir Williain Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
LowreneceSirE. Darnine- (Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 


(12 JuLY 1990} 


Lonsdale, John Browniee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Franeis William 
Lowles, John 

Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (ent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M:Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
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Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
T 


ng, RtHn. Walter(Liverpool Round, James 


Another Amendment made. 


otk. SEALE- HAYNE (Devonshire, 
Ashburton) said the Amendment which 
he had to propose was a very simple one, 
which he thought the rignt hon. Gentle- 
man would be able to accept. Les object 
was to place the tenant farmer in pre- 
cisely the same position as the Bill placed 
the market gardener. At the end of 
Part iI. of Schedule I. there appeard 
the words 
v.) Erection or enlargement of buildings 
for the purpose of the trade or business of a 
tnarket wardener.” 
if the market gardener was entitled to 
that provision « fortiori the farmer ought 
to have a similar proviso. Has proposal 
was to insert the words at the end of 
line 24, “erection or enlargement of 
buildings for the purpose of the trade or 
business of a farmer.” To keep a large 
number of cattle it was necessary that 
shelter should be provided for them, and 
the farmer, to his mind, should be pro- 
tected in his expenditure upon such 
things as shelter for his cattle, sheds for 
machinery, pigsties, houses for poultry, 
and such-like erections. It so happened 
tuat landlords were very often impe- 
eunious, and unable to provide these 
buildings. Under such circumstances it 
was only fair that the farmer should 
have the opportunity of putting up such 
accommodation for himself, and obtain- 


ing compensation. He need hardly say 


that he did not sympathise with those hon. 
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Ritchie, Rt. Mon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herbert( Hiekney) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Gentlemen on the opposite benches who 
looked askance at everything which 
would directly benefit the tenant, and 
which in their view was an infringement 
upon the landlords’ rights of property. 
He had the misfortune of being a land- 
lord himself, and he could only say that 
he was’ perfectly convinced that the 
greater security they gave to the tenant’s 
property the greater would he the value 
of the tenancy, and the higher would 
be the rent which the tenant would be 
willing to pay for his holding. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 6, after line 26, to insert the words, 
* (16) erection or enlargement of buildings for 
the purpose of the trade or business of a 
farmer.’ ’—(MWr. Seale-Hayne.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG said the object was to 
confine Part I. to the “erection, altera- 
tion, or enlargement of buildings.” He 
could not accept the Amendment, because 
the intention was to limit the power to 
the erection and enlargement of buildings 
where the consent of the landlord was 
required, The right hon. Gentleman had 
based his Amendment very largely upon 
the assumption that in the Market 
Gardeners’ Compensation Act that power 
existed. He was not prepared at present 
to express any opinion upon that point, 


‘but he held very strongly that it was 


3G 
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most desirable that 


in these 
work should be done by the landlord. 
Buildings erected for the purposes of agri- 
culture ought to be so erected as to be of 
a permanent and enduring character. He 
fancied that at the present moment there 


‘COMMONS! 


cases the 


was really less justification for the Amend- 


ment than probably there ever was before. 


Therefore he was not prepared to accept 


the introduction of an Amendment which 
was entirely contrary to the intention of 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
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Mr Long, 
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AYES. 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wyntord 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Fortarshire 


NOES, 


Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gartit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Auvustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Kt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Hanson, Sir Reginal: 

Heaton, Jolin Henniker 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Long, Rt Hn. Walter( Liverpool 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Baller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M:Killop, James 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Middlemore, John T. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. 
More, R. -lasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Myers, William Henry 


the powers of the Bill. 
they had not quite suceeeded in exactly 
carrying out their intentions, which was 
to limit their power to the erection of 
large buildings which required that the 
consent of the landlord should be given. 
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It might be that 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 45 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 215.) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
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Steadman, William Charles 
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Mr. Seale-Hayne and Mr. 
Hedderwick. 
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A formal Amendment agreed to. 


*Mr. SHAW-STEWART (Renfrewshire, 
E.): L put this Amendment on the Paper 
in order to meet the views of persons 
interested in agriculture in Scotland 
who think that the definition of temporary 
pasture laid down in the Bill is rather 
wide. As it is at present interpreted, it 
would be quite possible to lay down tem- 
porary pasture and to take off a hay crop 
and then to claim compensation for the 
remaining pasture, the value of which 
might have been taken out in the hay 
crop, or by artificial manure of an ex- 
hausting character having been used on 
the land. I do not ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to accept the Amendment 
as it is, but [ would be very glad if he 
would consider a definition of 
temporary pasture before this Bill passes 
through the other House. I think he 
will see on consideration that the defini- 
tion is of such wide character that it 
might open the door to unnecessary 
legislation, which I am sure we are all 
anxious to avoid, and that it would lead 
to disappointment on the part of tenants 
making claims for laying down pasture 
for three years, according to what we call 
in Scotland the rules of good husbandry, 
for the purpose of resting the land. 


closer 


When pasture is laid down for resting 
the land it is not of very much value. 
I should be very glad if the right hon. 
Gentleman would see whether a bet ter 
definition could not be found to meet 
the case of Scotland, and especially to 
meet the case of pasture laid down to rest 


the land. 


Amendment proposed— 


“{n page 7, line 12, to leave out paragraph 
28 of Schedule 1, and insert the words, * Laying 
down pasture with clover, grass, lucerne, sain- 
foin, or other similar seeds, which shall not 
have been sown more than three years previous 
to the termination of the lease, from whieh no 
hay crop shall have been taken, and which 
shall not have been treated with exhausting 
artificial manures.” ”—(MWr. Shaw-Stewart.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


{12 Juty 1900} 
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*Mr. LONG: The Government are 
entirely at one with my hon. friend in 
his desire that there should be no con- 
fusion as to the definitions of temporary 
and permanent pasture. I confess I do 
not altogether share the fears of my hon, 
friend that there would be any difficulty 
on the part of an arbitrator as to what 
constitutes temporary pasture and what 
constitutes permanent pasture. On the 
other hand it is possible that in Scotland 
and in some parts of England where per- 
manent pastvz is almost unknown there 
may be some doubt in the mind of an 
arbitrator, but my hon. friend will, [ am 


sure, see that the words he suggests 
would not meet such a case. With 


reference to taking a hay crop off, [ think 
it would be a hardship if in a dry summer 
a farmer found himself forbidden from 
taking hay from his sainfoin under the 
penalty of being deprived of getting com- 
pensation for an agricultural operation 
which would otherwise entitle him to it. 
If there is any doubt whatever in the 
definition as to what is permanent and 
what is temporary pasture I will take care 
on behalf of the Government to see that 
in another place the words are, if necess- 
ary, made clear. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire) : [ should like to direct the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman to 
another matter, and that is the limit of 
three years. It is within my own know- 
ledge that temporary pasture is_ fre- 
quently allowed to ran on for more than 
three years, at all events in the part of 
the country with which I am_ best 
acquainted. J hope, therefore, the right 
hon. Gentleman will consider the matter 
very carefully before he adopts the appa- 
rently narrow limit of three years. I 
speak with personal knowledge of the 
subject, because it has been, within my 
own personal experience, a matter of dis- 
cussion among agriculturists. 


*Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) : 
{n my own constituency there is a little 
fear that some hardship may arise out of 


ones 
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this question of temporary and permanent 
pasture. A certain amount of pasture for 
which no consent has been obtained may 
be laid down, and under this Act no claim 
for compensation for it can arise, and the 
remedy of the tenant if the Jandlord 
refuses to take it off his hands at a valua- 
tion at the termination of the tenancy is 
to take a white crop off before the 
tenancy is concluded. ‘There is a feeling 
among farmers in the country—derived, 
no doubt, from reading text-books and 
other works on the law of agriculture— 
that permanent pasture depends on the 
time the pasture has ca laid down, 
I have often seen these statements my- 
self, and I know how likely they are to 
create that impression, not without reason, 
on the minds of farmers. <A farmer is 
afraid, having laid down pasture without 
obtaining the previous consent of the 
landlord, that it may have remained down 
too long to be lawfully ploughed up again, 
and that he will lose all claim to com- 
pensation by not having obtained consent 
and also lose the right to plough it up 
because it has become permanent pasture 
within the meaning of his covenant not 
to plough up permanent pasture by lapse 
of time. If my right hon. friend will 
consider the matter, [ think he will see 
that it is a question well worthy of his 
consideration. 


*Mr. LONG: I do not think that the 
difficulties to which my hon. friend refers 
are likely to arise. I will examine into 
the matter, and if I find there is any 
necessity to make such a provision, I will 
take care that words are introduced to 
carry out the object the House has in 
view—namely, that there should be no 
confusion whatever as between temporary 
and permanent pasture. 


*Mr. SHAW-STEWART : I have every 
reason to be perfectly satisfied with the 
undertaking of my right hon. friend, and 
I will ask leave to withdraw the Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE said 
the Amendment he desired to move was 
one which followed the existing state of 
the law as far as possible. He should 


Mr. Loyd. 
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like, in the first place, to clear the air by 
saying that the Amendment did not ask 
that the arbitrator should give his reasons, 
He did not suggest that, and he did not 
wish it. He was thoroughly in agree- 
ment with the good old maxim that the 
wisest judge or the most competent 
arbitrator gave no reasons whatever for 
his decision, and therefore he wished to 
state that it was not his desire, in moving 
the Amendment, that the arbitrator 
should be compelled to give his reasons. 
It had also been suggested that the effect 
of the Amendment would be to facilitate 
appeals. He did not desire to facilitate 
appeals, and he thought it was very desir- 
able that the procedure under the Act 
should be so simple and precise as to dis- 
courage rather than encourage appeals. 
There would be an appeal as the Bill 
stood on questions of law, and the effect of 
the Amendment, if accepted, would not be 
to facilitate or increase the number of 
appeals. There could be no appeal on 
questions of amount which had been once 
referred to an arbitrator, and that would 
be the principal part of the work under 
the Act. ‘There might possibly be an ap- 
peal on a question of fact—as, for instance, 
if an arbitrator awarded a sum _ in 
respect of a matter which was not in 
the original claim ; but that would be a 
case quite apart from the Amendment. 


His object in moving the Amend- 
ment was that the incoming tenant 


or the landlord might know exactly what 
it was he was paying compensation for, 
Was it unreasonable or unnatural that 
the landlord or the tenant should like to 
know what he was paying for under the 
several items which might make up a 
very considerable award? !t had been 
stated that in commercial cases referred 
to an arbitrator the award was given in 
the shape of a lump sum, and no details 
were given. Hedi not think that that 
was an analogous case at all, because in 
such cases the arbitration took place 
after the parties had come into a court 
of law. At all the events, the courts 
were open to chem, and any person re- 
sorting to the courts as plaintiff was 
subject to the liability of having to give 
particulars of his claim. As regards the 
cases which would be dealt with by the 
Amendment, the parties were not able to 
enter the ordinary courts of law, but 
would have to go straight to arbitration. 
Therefore these cases were widely different 
from commercial cases, in which arbitra- 








138! 


tion 
not 
but 
elail 
pel 

sho 
to 1 
tena 
in 5 
stril 
witl 
eith 
at. 

furt 
be ] 
satu 
the 
sche 
part 
four 
item 
mig 
was 
wou 
thes 
a el: 
of I 
man 
emb 
men 
a cl: 
reas 
inn 
in r 
tion 
past 
how 
it o 
comi 
kno 
item 
the } 
Hou 
coul 
was 
mati 
his 

Tease 
wha 
drai 
head 
whic 
tion, 
was 
out 

with 
and 
of t 
they 
tion. 








1389 Agricultural 


tion was voluntary. As the Bill stood 
not only might the tenant make a claim, 
but the landlord might make a counter 
claim, and yet there was nothing to com- 
pel or induce the arbitrator even to 
show two lump sums, one to be awarded 
to the landlord and the other to the 
tenant. It would be perfectly possible 
in such a case for the arbitrator to 
strike a balance and award a lump sum, 
without giving the slightest indication to 
either of the parties as to how it wasarrived 
at. He would ask the House to consider a 
further argument. The tenant was to 
be put into a position to claim compen- 
sation for improvements mentioned in 
the first schedule of the Bill. The 
schedule itself was divided into three 
parts, which were sub-divided into thirty- 
four different items, There were fifteen 
items in Part [., for any of which a tenant 
might make a claim for compensation. It 
was not reasonable to suppose a tenant 
would make a claim under every one of 
these heads, but he might very well make 
a claim for the enlargement or alteration 
of buildings, for the laying down of per- 
manent pasture, for road making, and for 
embanking. Such ordinary improve- 
ments might very well be included in 
a claim for compensation, and was it un- 
reasonable to ask the arbitrator to state 
in making his award how much he gave 
in respect of the enlargement or altera- 
tion ot buildings, how much for permanent 
pasture, how much for road making, and 
how much for embanking? He thought 
it only fair and reasonable that the in- 
coming tenant or the landlord should 
know what he had to pay under each 
item. Again, in Part IL., in addition to 
the matters to which the attention of the 
House had been already directed, there 
could be five further claims. Drainage 
was a very important and expensive 
matter, and the man who wanted to keep 
his estate books properly might very 
reasonably ask the arbitrator to state 
what part of an award represented 
drainage. There were fourteen different 
heads of improvements under Part ILI. 
which were in a somewhat different posi- 
tion, because neither consent nor notice 
was required. They might be carried 
out by the tenant on his own motion 
without the knowledge of the landiord, 
and the claim for them at the expiration 
of the tenancy might be the first time 
they were brought to the landlord’s atten- 


tion. Such improvements included artifi- 
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cial manures, laying down permanent 
pasture, food stuffs, and fertilisers, and 
was it unreasonable to ask what amount 
had been awarded in respect of these 
different items? If the award was made 
in a lump sum it must be made up of 
items. He did not ask for the number of 
years purchase, but the arbitrator must 
have the items from which the grand 
total of the award was made up, and he 
asked that that should be specified. That 
laid no particular burden upon the arbi- 
trator. He asked for nothing which the 
arbitrator had not before his mind to 
make the award satisfactory to himself, 
having regard to the interests of the person 
who had to pay and the person who had to 
receive. He must know what he had 
given compensation for, and how much 
he gave in respect of each item. It 
was in the interest of the arbitrator 
also, because nothing would clear 
his mind more than the fact that his 
award had to be made up of certain items, 
and that he must have the details and the 
amount of each particular item making 
it up. Nothing helped a man more 
in a case of that sort than to know that 
he had to deal with definite figures 
which he must obtain for himself. It 
would, moreover, give confidence to the 
awards of the arbitrator, because each 
party would be able to go through the 
awards and test them, and it was greatly 
to the interest of all concerned that the 
awards should be looked at in that way, 
and nothing would be more likely than 
such a thing to popularise the Act in the 
country. He desired also to call attention 
to the fact that the law used to be far more 
drastic than he now asked that it should 
be made. For the last twenty years the 
law had been that the award should not 
give a sum generally for compensation, 
but should, as far as possible, specify the 
items upon which compensation was 
awarded. That was much more drastic 
than his proposal, and he had never 
heard any complaint made with regard to 
the working of that law. He therefore 
felt that he might fairly ask the House 
to accept the Amendment he proposed. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 8, to insert, as a new paragraph, 
before paragraph (14) 

“*(1)) Tne award shall, so far as possible, 
specify the several improvements, acts, or 
things in respect of which compensation is 
awarded, and the sum awarded in respect of 
each.’”—(Mr. Heywood Johnstone.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words | 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG said the object the Govern- 
ment had in introducing the Bill was to 
further the recommendations of the Royal 
Commission; one of the recommendations 
was that the award of the arbitrator 
should be final, but the Government 
thought it right to vary that recommenda- 
tion by giving a right of appeal in regard 
to matters of law ; but they also sought 
to avoid the expense and difficulty atten- 
dant on a detailed form of award, and 
the expense and delay attendant on 
litigation which invariably arose on an 
appeal from an award to a court of law. 
In earlier proposals made by the 
hon. Gentleman to amend the Govern- 
ment proposal there appeared to be a 
risk of litigation, and an Amendment 
which might give rise to litigation was 
one the Government must always 
strenuously oppose, because one of the 
advantages of the Bill was to make the 
award of the arbitrator final. The hon. 
Gentleman had put the case fairly to the 
House, and it would now be necessary to 
detail the reasons why the Government 
were not prepared to accept the Amend- 
ment. There were a number of sugges- 
tions dealing with the same subject but 
not in exactly the same way, and the 
course the Government proposed to take 
was to accept the Amendment standing 
next in the name of the noble Lord the 
Member for Kensington, the Amendment 
of the hon. Member for North Hampshire, 
which proposed to limit the time in which 
payment was to be made, and also that of 
the hon. Member for Shropshire, which im- 
posed upon the Board of Agriculture the 
obligation of providing a compulsory form 
to be used by the arbitrators in making 
their award. He accepted the general 
desires which had been expressed by the 
hon. Member for Horsham, that there 
should be such a statement by the 
arbitrator as would enable the parties, if 
they so desired, to know what the grounds 
were upon which the award was given. 
He did not think the duty should be made 
obligatory on the arbitrator unless the 
parties desired it, nor did he at the 
moment think it desirable to suggest the 
form that the declaration should take, but 
it would endeavour to secure that the 
arbitrators should have a simple way of 
giving their awards, and at the same 
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time there should be no risk of their 
being upset upon a technical ground. He 
hoped that would meet the views of the 
hon. Member for Horsham, and perhaps 
he would now withdraw his Amendment, 
so that a single proposal might be brought 
before the House. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 8, line 21, at the beginning of para- 
graph (10), to insert the words, ‘The arbitra- 
tor shall on the application of either party 
specify the amount awarded in respect of any 
particular improvement, and.”—(Earl Percy.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. PERKS asked whether the appli- 
cation had to be made during the course 
of the arbitration or after the award had 
been made. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE said 
he did not know w cther the right hon. 
Gentleman would accept an Amendment 
to add after the word “improve- 
ment ” the words, “or improvements.” 
It would not alter the substance 
of the clause, but would have a very 
considerable effect upon the effectiveness 
of it. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK desired to con- 
gratulate the right hon. Gentleman on 
the wisdom and discretion he had shown 
in accepuing the Amendment. The object 
of the right hon. Gentleman was_ to 
facilitate proceedings as much as possible, 
to avoid litigation, and to make the whole 
course of the Act, when the Bill became 
an Act, as inexpensive as possible. There 
was a great deal of force in the argument 
urged upon the Amendment just with- 
drawn, because, if the arbitrator was not 
to specify, or did not specify upon appli- 
cation, the items upon which his award 
was made, it was quite clear that the 
parties might be induced, where the sum 
of the award was large, to embark in 
expensive litigation in the hope that part 
of that sum had been awarded wrongly 
by the arbitrator under the first schedule. 
Had the award been final, as was pro- 





1393 


posec 
woul 
but » 
ona 
than 
dule 
part) 
in th 
(sent 
in ac 
Lord 


*M 
arbit 
tion 
mad 
until 
to th 
her 
woul 


M 
ut t 
case: 
ome 
mig! 
poin 


M 
said 
Men 
littl 
hop: 
Wit 
macl 
wou 
the 
tren 
rule 
had 
be a 
in oO 
awa 


C 
app 
acne 
“in 


pro 


s 
pret 
whi 
diti 
mel 


a 


q 


\e 


= oe 





1393 Housing of the 


posed by the Royal Commission, there 
would have been an end of the matter, 
but the right to appeal had been reserved 
on a point of law, and there were no fewer 
than three points of law in the first sche- 
dule which might be raised by either 
party in the hope of discovering a mistake 
in the award. He thought the right hon. 
Gentleman had shown a wise discretion 
in accepting the Amendment of the noble 
Lord. 


*Mr. LONG said it was clear that the 
arbitrator could not listen to an applica- 
tion for details until after the award was 
made. The award could not be delivered 
until the amount was fixed. With regard 
to the next Amendment of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Horsham, he did not think it 
would have any effect. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN pointed 
ut that the arbitrators before whom these 
eases would come would be men unaceus- 
omed to legal docu ments, and that they 
might be upset upon purely technical 
pots. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Hereford) 
sail the words suggested by the hon. 
Member for Horsham made the matter a 
little more clear than at present, and he 
hoped the Amendment would be accepted. 
With regard to the application to be 
made to the arbitrator, the correct thing 
would be to make the application when 
the arbitration took place. It was ex- 
tremely undesirable that a hard-and-fast 
rule should be made, and after the award 
had been taken up the parties ought to 
be allowed to refer back to the arbitrator, 
in order that he should specify how the 
award was arrived at. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL joined in 
appealing to the right hon. Gentleman to 
agree to the addition, after the word 
“improvement” of the words “or im- 
provements.” 


Sin ROBERT FINLAY said the Inter- 
pretation Act of 1889 provided words 
which covered this clause, but as the ad- 
ditional words did no harm the Govein- 
ment were prepared to accept them. 
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Amendment amended, by inserting’ 
after the word “improvement,” the words 
‘or improvements.” 


Words, as amended, inserted. 
Other Amendments made. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 


THIRD READING. 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I rise not for the purpose 
of obstructing the Third Reading of this 
Bill, but for the purpose of informing the 
House that the Housing Committee of the 
London County Council or some of its 
members waited on the right hon. Gentle- 
man the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in the form of a deputation, 
and the result of the interview was that 
the right hon. Gentleman could not see 
his way to adopt any of their recommen- 
dations as to the extension of the time 
for the repayment of loans to one hundred 
years. He said he thought that there 
was something to be said in favour of the 
suggestion that the land should be made 
an asset off the building, but I am sorry 
the right hon. Gentleman did not see 
his way to adopt it. It is quite true 
that he adopted one suggestion in that 
regard, but that will not materially alter 
the present condition ; it is a mere manipu- 
lation of figures—taking a penny out of 
one pocket and putting it into another. 
I quite admit that what was in the Bill 
as it was originally introduced was good, 
but the right hon. Gentleman assumes, 
because he is going to enable municipali- 
ties to purchase land outside their own 
boundaries, that that is going to solve the 
housing problem. He might just as 
well say, ‘“‘ We enable you by this Bill to 
purehase all the land in England if you 
desire so to do, and you ean have work- 
men’s trains, cheap trams, light railways, 
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etc, to carry the workman from his 
employment to his home.” I speak 
upon this question not from a_theo- 


retical but from a practical point of view 
and the workman’s point of view, having 
lived the whole of my life among the 
workmen, and knowing the social con- 
ditions under which they live. And | 
want to know what is the right hon. 
Gentleman going to do with the half a 
million workmen living in the County of 
London to-day, whose average Wages 
do not exeeed 15s. a week. Is it 
possible—build as many houses as you 
like outside the County of London—for 
those men to remove their goods and 
chattels, and pay fares to and from their 
employment, when they are fortunate 
enough to have any, out of such a scanty 
wage? There is another point with 
reference to working men residing outside 
the county—men occupying the ssme 
position as myself when [ was at work. I 
was a riverside worker, and I had to beat 
my employment at six o'clock in the 
morning. Does the right hon. Gentleman 
assume, even if I could get a house out- 
side the county that I could get into, 
that I should live in a place which would 
entail upon me the tary hip of havin 
to get up at four o'clock in the morning 
in order to get to my employment at six! 
There are thousands of people in that 
position, and therefore, though the county 
council buy as much land as they please 
outside the county and build as much as 
they like, there will always be the same 
demand as now for houses inside the 
county. Go east to Walthamstow, Upton 
Park, and other places, and you wil! find 
that private enterprise has built hundreds 
of houses outside the county, 
working man who has not to 
employr nent until eight or nine 
the morning has been for ‘nan availing 
himself of the advantages offered by that 
private enterprise, and has moved into 
the suburbs. In twelve years in Stepney, 
where I reside, half the population have 
removed to the suburbs, and in 
quence of the demand for accommodation 
the landlords there have increased their 
rents. While I am prepared to accept 
the advantage that we, as a municipality, 
shall have under this Bill, I say it will 
never solve the housing problem. ! am 
sorry to say that in my opinion the 
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sill will pass its Third Reading | 
in afar worse form than when 


it was originally introduced, 


Mr. Steadinan. 
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right hon. Gentleman has accepted an 
Amendment moved by the hon. Member 
for Chelsea which is going to enable 
municipalities to buy land and lease it, if 
they think fit, to the jerry builder, and any 
other speculator who comes along. That is 
the most dangerous principle that could be 
inserted in the Bill, Lam not a supporter 
of Her Majesty’s Government, I have 
been a Radical all my life; but, at the 
same time, | may say there isaright hon. 
Gentleman in this House who, during the 
short period I have been a Member, I 
have learned most highly to respect. I 
allude to the First Lord of the Treasury. 
Hon. Gentlemen laugh, and my _ respect 
may not be worth much to him, but: he is 
above all things a gentleman, anda work- 
man can appreciate a gentlemait when he 
meets with one ; at the same time [ notice 
that the right hon, Gentleman bas a charm- 
ing manner of avoiding arguments put for- 
ward on this side of the House. 1 well 
recollect on the Second Reading of 
London Government Bill of last year how 
in winding up the debate he taunted 
Members on this side of the House for 
putting forward as he considered no 
remedy, and we have had a repetition of 
that attitude on the Second Reading of 
this Housing Bill. Again he taunts us 
with criticising a measure and putting 
forward no remedies, and waives away as 
with a magician’s wand all arguments 
adduced from this side of the House upon 
this subject. He takes eredit to himself 
and to the Government for the fact that 
all these Bills whic h hi: ive he en introdt ee | 


the 





and have become law have been passed by 
Conservative Governments I do not 
deny it. [Cheers.j| Yes, but stop a 
moment ; [ do not know whether hon. 


Gentlemen who cheer that remark have 


ever visited a fair; if they have, they 
have seen shows where the audience is 


admitted for a penny or twopence, and on 
the platform outside which the showman 
exposes the whole of his wares. ‘The 
man outside is induced to go in, and 
thinks he is going to see a good show, 
but finds after all that the show for which 
he has paid is not so good as that which 
he saw outside for nothing. And. it is 
the same thing with a Tory Government 


so far as we are concerned. Their labels 
are good. ‘The Bills of past years 
and the Bill of this year are labelled 
all right, but so far as the contents of 


the Bill are concerned, I say, in the 
interests of my class, they are absolutely 
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worthless. That has been proved ; if the 
Bill of 1890 had solved this pro!.lem 
we should not be in the fix in which 
we are to-day, « difficulty ten thousand 
times worse than the question that 
the Bills of ten years ago were sup- 
posed to have solved. That proves that 
these Bills are worthless. [A Voice: 
Why not vote against it?] Because there 
may be a little good in it. If [am hard 
up and want a shilling and somebody 
offers me a penny, I take it because it is 
better than nothing at all, although it 
would not do me the good that a shilling 
would. The reason why these Bills are 
worthless is because the Government do 
not tackle the question from the proper 
point. It is really a land question. What 
is required is a fair rent court. But the 
First Lord of the Treasury denounced the 
establishment of a fair rent court. The 
right hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Local Government Board must know that 
there are what are knowr as assessment 
committees. They the rateable 
value of houses; when the assessment 
goes up the tenants havea right to appeal 
and in most the assessment 1s 
lowered. In the case of the gas com- 
panies also the Government says they 
shall not go above a certain price per 
1,000 feet for gas. That isa principle 
ad ypied to protect the consumer trom the 
monopoly, and it is a good one for that 
We want now protection for the 
workpeople against the slum owners. We 
have no fair rent court,and the slum owner 
goes on in his own sweet way, and the 
municipalities who want to clear him away 
have to compensate him heavily. We get 
no extension of time, and we do not 
get the land as an asset off the building. 
The day will come when this evil will 
have so spread that the Government then 
in power will have to take up the matter 
from the proper standpoint. The work- 
man is often condemned, and if he has a 
bad quality there are thousands reat ly to 
pick him to pieces ; but they forget that 
for the one bad quality he has ninety- 
nine good qualities. How can anybody 
expect the workman of to-day to be a 
bright and good citizen, living as he does 
in the slums, where the very atmosphere 
which he breathes is evil, and when you 
take into consideration his miserable sur- 
roundings ¢ A workman may be crushed, 
heart-sore, sick and sorry, and walking 
the streets secking employment, but a 
good Samaritan comes along and takes 
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reason, 
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him by the hand and gives him a litt and 
alters his entire surroundings. What we 
have to do, if the Government wans to 
turn out bright citizens, is to level up the 


‘employees more nearly to themselves, 


instead of keeping them down as they do 
to-day. Pu: them into decent dwellings, 
so as to improve their social conditions, 
because while they remain in the slums 
they will remain as they are. Alter the 
surroundings of the working man and you 
alter his disposition. The workmen are 
accused of spending their time in public- 
houses. Visit the slums to-day, and it 
will be found there are more public-houses 
there than in any other part. Is it any 
wonder that a man who lives and sleeps 
with his wife and family in one room, 
where everything has to be done, if he 
has a penny in his pocket should be 
tempted to spend a few hours in the glare 
and glitter of a public-house, rather than 
go to the miserable hovel he calls home ? 
{n conclusion, I certainly trust that 
sooner or later some Government will 
deal with this question in a practical 
manner. The reason the present Govern- 
ment are unable to deal with it is because 
they are above all the wpholders of the 
sacred rights of property. But when 
those rights have gone to the extent that 
they have to-day in London, extortionate 
rents on the one hand and untold misery 
on the other, it is time for the Govern- 
ment to step in and say they have gone too 
far, and that they must be attacked and 
destroyed in order to save the nation. 


*Mr. COHEN (Islington, KE.) : The hon. 
Gentleman opposite has come forward on 
the present occasion because this Bill does 
not deal with the housing problem in 
a particular manner. He complains that 
the measure before us does not solve the 
housing problem. I have followed the 
debate through the various stages of this 
Bill studiousiy, and I am not aware that 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Local Government Board, stil! less 
the Leader of the House, have ever 
claimed that it did solve the problem, 
but I venture to claim for it that it isa 
most practical and solid contribution 
towards the solution of the most difficult 
problem that the House has had to face for 
ten years, and L venture to tell the hon. 
Member that the Utopian Government 
which he hopes is going to solve the 
question will never succeed in doing so 
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by one Act of Parliament alone. It can 
only be done by gradual legislation. It 
could never be done by one Bill, because 
in the course of 
would never get through more than six 
or seven clauses of the Bill. My hon. 
friend referred to the efforts of the 
London County Council. It has been my 
pleasure tobe a member cf ihe body long 
before my hon. friend joined us, and I 
should be the last to say a word against 
it: but as for their efforts they have not 
only failed to find a solution, but abso- 
lutely and hopelessly failed to offer even 
any practical contribution towards the 
solution; they have suggested putting 
obligations on the railway companies to 
run cheap trains to carry people who do 
not exist to places where houses have not 
been erected, and it is in that way that 
many well-meaning people have ap- 
proached the solution of this difficult 
guestion. Not being able to carry out 
their Utopian and ideal schemes, their 
policy has resulted ‘n nothing being done, 
and although some of us do regret that 
this Bill does not go a little further, we 
nevertheless consider that it contains a 
substantial and concrete contribution to 
the solution of this problem. I believe 
we shall not only have a diminution of 
the pressure which exists at the presert 
moment, but a cessation of the rapacity 
of the slum landlord, with whom nobody 
has any sympathy and to whom we want 
to put an end. Yon cannot do away 
with him while the tenants are ecom- 
pelled to pay the rent he asks, but if 
you erect cheaper houses elsewhere the 
trade of the slum Jandlord will disappear. 
I earnestly hope that my hon. friend, 
with whom I seldom have the honour to 
agree, will take some profit from the 
experience of this effort, and will sce that 
hy tackling this problem systematically 
and graduaily we shall offer a substantial 
contribution to the solution of a problem 
which is almost the plague of London, 
which is acknowledged to be pressing, Lut 
which some of our philanthropists have 
failed to solve, because they preferred to 
have nothing if they could not get every- 
thing. I desire to thank my right hon. 
friend for the Bill before the House. 


*Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) : [ think 
the bon. Gentleman who has justaddressed 
the House, although we recognise in him 
one who, as much as ourselves, has the wel- 

Wr. Cohen. 
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| fare of the masses at heart, entirely misses 
| the force of theargumentaddressed against 
| the Bill by the hon. Member for Stepney. 
The Government is perfectly right to 
proceed by steps; but all that we asked, 
and ask still, is that the step should be a 
real, genuine, and efficient step—in fact, 
that it should be a step forward ; and our 
complaint against the Bill is that it is 
nothing of the kind. Instead of being a 
real and effective step forward towards the 
solution of the problem, it is a title and a 
name, and nothing more. Now that we 
have the Bill before us in its final form 
we are better able to appreciate how far 
we were justified on this side of the 
House when we pointed out that the 
limited scope of the Bill would be fatal to 
its efficiency. Ministers said when the 
sill was before Committee that they were 
anxious to hear and accept all the Amend- 
ments that might make the Bill more 
workable or make it more acceptable to 
the local authorities invited to adopt it. 
That took the edge off a good deal of the 
criticism on the Second Reading ; but it 
has, happily, no place on this stage of the 
Bill. The Committee has done its best, 
and the right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
the Bill has, with greatcourtesy andability, 
done his best tomake the Bill what it is. 
But according to us it remains what it 
was on the Second Reading—an abso- 
lutely futile measure. [ say nothing 
against the three clauses added to the 
Bill. My hon. friend the Member for 
Stepney has made some pungent and just 
criticism on the clause added by the hon. 
Member for Chelsea. I do not stop to 
criticise that at all. If anything I am 
disposed to approve of it. The three 
minor clauses added to the Bill must 
make it a little more effective : but they 
do not touch the objection we urged on 
the Second Reading, and urge still 
namely, that the Bill as it stands is not 
acceptable to the local authorities, and is 
not likely to be adopted by them. Speak- 
ing in a general sense, it will be wholly 
useless for the purpose for which it is in- 
tended. There are some exceptional cases, 
such as the offer of land made by my hon. 
friend the Member for Whitechapel to the 
County Council of London, where the Bill 
may be of service; but, speaking gene- 
rally, I venture to say that it will 
he of no service at all. It is put forward 
as being a measure to enable local autho- 
rities to relieve their slums and congested 
areas by transferring the population out- 
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side. That is an excellent object. It is 
an object in which, I am quite certain, 
all those on this side of the House 
are extremely desirous to assist the 
Ministry to the utmost of their ability, 
but it is idle to suppose that this 
can be carried into effect by simply 
telling the local authorities that they 
may adopt this Bill if they please. 
The local authorities are conscious, and 
justly conscious, of the great number of 
ditticulties in their way. These difticul- 
ties ought to be as obvious to the central 
authority as to the local authorities. For 
instance, there is the question of com- 
munication, raised on the Second Read- 
ing, between the overcrowded district and 
the new settlement. There is the ques- 
tion of jurisdiction —namely, whether the 
new settlement shall be placed under the 
jurisdiction of the district founding it or 
the district in which it is placed. All 
these are difficulties which at once occur 
to the mind of any local authority 
desirous of considering this Bill; but all 
these questions have been excluded—I 
say deliberately excluded—by the Govern- 
ment themselves. Without treating the 
bill as one covering the whole ground, but 
simply as a step, each of these matters is 
essential in considering the efficiency 
of that step; but the Government have 
prevented us considering it entirely, 
because they have chosen a title so re- 
strictive, limited as it is to a mere 
fraction of another Act, that any pro- 
posal to make the Bill workable and 
acceptable is necessarily beyond its scope, 
and therefore cannot be considered by the 
House at all. That is the complaint we 
make about the Bill. In the last clause 
there is a statement to the effect that 
it may be cited as the Housing of 
the Working Classes Act, 1900, ‘That 
title meets with the approval of the 
hon. Member for East Islington. That 
is a platform title, and I daresay we siiall 
see it on electioneering leaflets in time, 
but it is not the title of the Bill. It is 
not the title which is plaeed at the head 
of the Bill, and decides whether any 
particular proposal is or is not within 
the scope of the Bill. We desired to 
enlarge its scope on the Second Read- 
ing, and it is very important to the 
House and the country to see how the 
Government met that suggestion, because 
that marks the difference—if this be a 
party question at all—between the two 
parties in regard to the Bill. What did 
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we propose on the Second Reading? We 
pointed out—and I have net heard any- 
one seriously controvert the proposition—- 
that you could never get the local 
authorities to deport their population to 
districts outside their areas unless you 
give them some guarantee as to cheap 
communication between the old district 
and the new settlement. That is a vital 
question to be considered in approaching 
this Bill. How did the Government 
approach it? The right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury rose at 
the end of the debate, and, dealing with 
the proposal in the Amendment [ had 
the honour to move, he made a state- 
ment I listened to with rather more 
astonishment than I sometimes feel when 
I hear statements made in this House. 
He did not take the trouble to controvert 
the proposition that cheap train communi- 
cation between the overcrowded district 
and the new settlement was essential ; but 
he said, speaking on the advice he 
received from the Department, that the 
Cheap Trains Act of 1883 already pro- 
vided whatever was fair and necessary 
in the way of communication between 
the overcrowded district and the proposed 
new settlement. The right hon. Gentle- 
man is entirely mistaken. I do not wish 
to reproach him for the mistake. He is 
obliged to make statements upon the in- 
formation he receives, but this I will 
venture to conjecture. I will venture to 
say that the Law Officers never told him 
that the Cheap Trains Act was sufficient 
for getting communication as between the 
overcrowded district and the proposed new 
settlement. Let me remind the House 
of what my proposal was, and how the 
failure to meet it was fatal to the Bill. I 
pointed out that the Cheap Trains Act of 
1883 is applicable only as between already 
settled districts. The Cheap Trains Act 
is not intended to apply to a measure of 
this kind at all. It is only intended to 
apply where, as between two or more 
districts there is already an existing 
deficiency in the supply of cheap 
train facilities to meet the already exist- 
ing demand. That is the Cheap Trains 
Act. In the case of this Bill, any local 
authority proposing to adopt it finds 
itself faced with this dilemraa: On the 
one hand, it cannot avail itself of the 
Cheap Trains Act of 1883 until the new 
district is fully settled ; but, on the other 
hand, it cannot settle that new district 
until it is able to promise to the popula- 
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tion going there that they shall meet 
with proper facilities for cheap train 
communication. In order to remove 
that dilemma, I ventured to ask the 
Government to extend the scope of 
their Bill by adopting the proposal 
which I put before the House, and which 
met with approval froma very substantial 
number of hon. Members opposite. My 
proposal was to enable the municipality 
to go before the Railway Commissioners 
the Board of Trade, and to ask for 
an Order under the Cheap Trains Act 
In advance of the population—that is 
to say, an Order to anticipate the 
settlement of the population, so that a 
cheap train service should be laid on for 
the people who go there either con- 
temporaneously with the settlement of the 
people or in advance of the people. That 
is not possible under the existing Act, 
bat it seems to me so small an extension 
that was asked that the Government 
might very well have made it. When the 
First Lord of the Treasury said that the 
already existing law was adequate for the 
purpose he made a very serious mistake. 
Mark the significance of such a mistake 
on the part of the right hon. Gentleman. 
He is in this House the head of the 
Government, and he showed with regard 
toa paramount necessity in order to make 
this Bill efticient, that he and his eol- 
leagues were wholly uninformed or mis- 
informed as to the existing state of the 
law. itshows that the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his colleagues have not con- 
sidered this qnestion as a whole, or else 
they would at once have been struck, as 
any bo ly is who approaches the question, 
that the first difficulty standing in the 
way is, How are you to deal with the ques- 
tion of communication? | must say that 
although the First Lord of the Treasury 
spoke last in the debate on the Second 
Reading he was, I beiieve, the first to 
import into that debate anything in the 
nature of party recrimination, for he cer- 
tainly dealt in that wholesale. One is 
accustomed to it. I suppose it is a staple 
Parliamentary product, but I confess I 
was somewhat surprised that he should 
seek to import party recrimination into 
the debate while unconsciously revealing 
that neither he nor his colleagues had 
considered the initial difficulty of the 
question. I pass to another point which 
has a most important bearing on the 
application of the Bill. This Billis an 
invitation or suggestion to the local 


Mr. Robson. 
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authorities that they should part with 
some of their population, with the result, 
of course, that they would thereby 
diminish their rateable value. At the 
same time as they are called upon to part 
with some of their population and to 
diminish their rateable value they are 
invited to assume a somewhat substantial 
financial risk. They are also to 
be under the obligation of incurring 
all the trouble and = anxiety which 
is involved in the formation of a new 
settlement. I tell the House as a practical 
man that these are all substantial and 
formidable impediments in the way of 
the adoption of this Bill. A local 
authority does not wish to see its popula- 
tion diminish, but it is apprehensive, with 
perhaps much better reason, of any cdimi- 
nation of the rateable value on which 
they rely for the obligations they have to 
meet. At the very time that they are 
called upon to diminish their population 
and their rateable value they are also 
called upon by this Bill to assume a new 
and indefinite liability in the purchase 
and laying out of a new building 
estate. These considerations would make 
a corporation hesitate before it unde: 
took to carry out a scheme for th 
erection of workmen’s dwellings. [f the; 
had been able to go to the ratepayers 
and say that they saw no risk attaching 
to such a scheme, because they would 
buy land at the agricultural value 
and give it suburban value by means o! 
the Cheap Trains Act, that itself would 
practically have removed the financial 
risk of adopting this measure, but in the 
absence of any such provision the local 
authorities would be extremely 
before they ran the financial risk which 
would undoubtedly be involved, especially 
when it means that under existing cir- 
cumstances the better part of their popula- 
tion will be removed and the more casual 
class remain. A local authority in con- 
sidering whether it should apply the Act 
will see that if they apply the Act 
the ratepayers they will lose will be by 
no means the least remunerative class. 
That is an additional reason why they 
should hesitate to apply the Act. This 
Bill as it stands is opposed to the finan- 
cial interests of the local authorities who 
are invited to adopt it. [An Hon. Men- 
BER: No, no!] An hon. Member says 
“No, no!” TL haveno doubt that in time 
he will be able to deal with the argu- 
ments I address to the House, but he 
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will see that to invite a_ local 
authority to diminish its population 


and its rateable value, and to undertake 
a new liability without any guarantee 
whatever of cheap communication be- 
tween the new settlement and the old 
district, is undoubtedly opposed to the 
financial interest of the local authority. 
I venture to say that the conflict between 
those corporate financial interests and the 
philanthropic motives by which the Bill 
is inspired is wholly unnecessary ; for if 
the Government had consented to enlarge 
the scope of their Bill so as to admit a 
clause enabling the Local Government 
Board, upon representation from the local 
authority concerned, to place the new 
settlement under the jurisdiction of the 
old district, the local authorities, seeing 
that they would then be exchanging an 
artificial, unhealthy rateable value in an 
overcrowded district for a healthy rate- 
able value in a new and growing district, 
would have been stimulated to deal with 
this overcrowding question drastically. 
If a clause with this object were embodied 
in the Bill, it would turn what is now a 
futile measure into a great measure of 
social reform. As to compelling the local 
authority to exercise this power in respect 
of overcrowding, as in the case of 


insanitary dwellings—to talk of such 
a thing is to talk absolute non- 


I hope that the debates on the 
Bill may be of more use than the Bill 
itself, for if it has thereby been made 
clear what is the real ditheulty standing 
in the way of local authorities they will 
have done some service. As the Bill 
stands, | see no reason why we should 
vote against it. We have not the 
slightest objection to the addition by the 
Government of ornamental titles to the 
Statute-book, if that is the desire of the 
Government. We venture, however, to 
make our protest. It may be that the 
right hon. gentleman in charge of the 
Bill, when he sees that it is inoperative 
at a later stage, may bring in a measure 
to make it operative. When he does 
that he may depend upon it that he will 
meet with no inconsiderable support from 
Members on this side of the House. 


sense. 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire): Per- 


haps I may be allowed to say one or two | 


words in reference to the question of 
communication, to which the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Shields has referred as 


(12 Juty 1900} 


Working Classes, 1406 
being of vital ang paramount im- 
portance, and also in support of 
the Third Reading of this measure. 
Much of the suecess of the Bill will 
depend upon the travelling  iacilities 
afforded to the working classes. Some 
hon. Members opposite have expressed 
the conviction that the working classes, 
and especially the labouring classes, will 
not be able to afford the fares necessary 
for conveying them to and from the 
urban districts. The county which I 
represent has probably the cheapest ser- 
vice of workmen’s trains in this or, as far 
as [ know, any other country, and it 
affords a very good illustration of what 
ean be done by energetic and intelligent 
railway enterprise. In Dumbartonshire 
hundreds of workmen travel to and from 
their work every day. For this they are 
charged 1s. per week, or 2d. per day for 
a double journey of about twenty-four 
miles, which is equal to Id. per twelve 
miles of comfortable railway traveiling. 
The trains ruu at convenient hours in 
the morning, and are waiting tor the 
men when their work is finishea at 
night. Owing to these grevt facilities 
hundreds of working men are enabled to 
enjoy the advantages of much cheaper 
and better situated houses than would be 
possible in the manufacturing districts in 
which they are employed. A large per- 
centage of these working men are 
labourers—not perhaps on the small 
wages of 10s. or 12s. per week, referred 
to by the hon. Member for Stepney, but 
receiving 16s. or 20s. per week. A great 
many of this class avail themselves of 
these admirable facilities, because they 
find it more advantageous to pay the Ls. 
per week in fares than to pay the highly 
increased expenses in manufacturing dis- 
tricts. I canassure the House that these 
cheap rates pay the railway companies. 
When the competing company which 
secured these advantages was being pro- 
moted in Parliament it was stated before 
the Committee of the House of Commons 
that the then sole existing company, the 
North British, which was conveying 
workmen not at such a low rate as that to 
which I referred, but still at a very cheap 
rate—about eight miles per day—was 
earning by its service of workmen’s trains 
at the rate of 10s. 4d. per train mile, 
while the average over their whole system 
| was only at the rate of 5s. 9d. However 
this may be, I can assure the House on 
| undoubted authority that the very low 
| 


! 
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rate does pay the railway company, and | 


I think this is a very good object- 
lesson to railway directors, because 
it shows that if they are willing to 
encourage large numbers of working 
men to travel morning and evening by 
the introduction of low fares and conve- 
nient trains it will be advantageous to 
their companies. It is also a very good 
illustration of what can be done under 
existing conditions and by one mode of 
travelling only. But the facilities for 
travelling are rapidly increasing. New 
modes are being invented ; old methods 
are being improved. The Lord Provost 
of Glasgow told me that by good manage- 
ment of the tramways they are now able 
to carry ordinary passengers one and a 
half miles for a penny, which they expect 
soon to be able to increase to two miles ; 
whilst workmen they carry at the mini- 
mum rate of three miles for a penny, and 
that, too, will probably soon be improved 
upon. Thousands of tradesmen now 
travel to and from their work by means 
of bicycles, and I believe before very 
long thousands more will be conveyed by 
motor cars. Under this aspect of the 
question and inasmuch as I believe 
this measure will probably take out of 
the hands of land speculators and jerry 
builders much of the work which has 
hitherto been very badly performed, I 
think the Bill opens up a brighter future 
for the working classes and for the teem- 
ing masses in our large cities and towns 
who are cooped up in the most unhealthy 
manner in respect of their homes and 
their surroundings, upon which so much 
of their physical and moral _ welfare 
depends. I think we may congratulate 
the right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Local Government Board on having 
introduced this unpretentious but very 
useful measure, and on the able and conci- 
liatory manner in which he has conducted 
it through its various stages. I give my 
cordial support to the third reading. 


*Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stosk- 
ton): When the Second Reading of this 
311 was before the House I ventured to 
offer a few observations upon its short- 
comings, and I desire to do the same to- 
night. Althorgh the measure has passed 
through various stages it is still very 
defective, and in my opinion will be of 
no practical use to the corporations 
throughout the country. The practical 


Mr. Wylie. 
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and eloquent speech of the hon. Member 
for Stepney shows that what is wanted in 
reference to the housing of the working 
classes is not a Bill enabling local 
authorities to do that which 
they never will do, namely—to invest 
their money and run the risk of specula- 
tive property outside their Soundaries, 
but some practical measure which shall 
give to the local authorities power to deal 
with the slum property which exists in 
every town. The hon. Member for 
Stepney, with his practical experience, has 
shown that this measure cannot deal with 
the slum property. An argument used by 
the hon. Member for East Islington about 
the London County Council desiring to 
have facilities for cheap railway fares out- 
side the presert area admits of that argu- 
ment for this reason. The London 
County Council have foiind from ex- 
perience that they cannot go on pulling 
down slum property in London under 
Part 1 of the Act of 1890 without an 
enormous cost to the rates. I have said 
before there is a possibility of this Bill 
being applied to London. It may be, 
but [ cannot understand that the County 
Council should go on spending money 
outside its own area to provide houses for 
the working classes living in the inner 
parts of this great city. What I do say 
is, that unless a measure is brought in by 
this or some other Government altering 
the existing law vou will never deal with 
the question of the housing of the 
poor in the manner in which it 
should be dealt  with—namely, — by 
doing away with slum property. I 
have had some experience in this matter. 
In the town which I have the honour to 
represent we have a slum property, and 
[ have sat on a Committee for a con 
siderable time trying to effect some im- 
provement in this property, but it is 
impossible under the complicated Sections 
6, 8, and 9, of the Act of 1890, for any 
local authority to deal with such slum 
property except at an enormous cost to 
the rates. I heard the speech on the 
Second Reading of the President of the 
Local Government Board. The right hon. 
Gentleman pictured in glowing terms the 
powers which exist under the Act of 
1890 ; he showed what could be done and 
how to do it. [ask him, has he had any 
experience on any local authority in 
dealing with this slum property? That 
is a practical question, because it is im- 
possible to carry out this work if the 
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interests of existing ratepayers are to be 
safeguarded. 
tion to how this Bill will apply to some 
of our large municipalities. The power 
under this Bill is to enable local authori- 
ties to purchase land outside their 
boundaries. Take Leeds. There the 
housing of the workiug classes is as diffi- 
cult as in London, but there is no want 
of land. The area of Leeds is 21,552 
acres ; it is equal in area to the ten new 
boroughs on the north side of the Thames 


Housing of the 


—Islington, Hampstead, St. Pancras, 
Marylebone, Paddington, Kensington, 
Hammersmith, Greater Westminster, 


Chelsea, and Fulham. What is the use 
of passing a measure to permit Leeds to 
buy land outside its own area when it has 
crying evils within its area that it cannot 
deal with because of the existing law ? 
Then take Sheffield. Shettield has 19,000 
acres, and there the same difficult 
problem exists. Sheffield is also equal 
io ten of the new London boroughs ; 
Liverpool is equal to eight; Birmingham, 
Nottingham, and Bristol are equal to five. 
Therefore there is plenty of land within 
these boroughs, but the councils will not go 
on spending money in costly schemes at 
the expense of the existing ratepayers. 
I do not wish to make this a party question, 
but it is no use citing the number of 
hills the Conservatives have brought in. 
What we, as representatives of the local 
authorities, want are practical measures 
of a tangible character which can be put 
into force and at a cheap rate. I quite 
agree with the hon. Member for South 
Shields that you cannot get the small 
boroughs of 3,000, 4,000, or 5,000 acres 
to undertake to spend money outside 
their areas. They will not buy land for 
building at a cost of thousands of pounds, 
with the risk of a cost to the rates, 
unless they can get complete control and 
jurisdiction over that area. All the 
money now spent in our boroughs is for 
the purpose of inducing people to come 
into the boroughs, and not to send them 
outside. This measure simply permits 
the boroughs to buy land outside, and, 
tnerefore, there is no chance of it being 
put into effect. There is only one 
other matter to which I wish to 
refer, and that is in reference to the 
compensation question, At a meeting 
to-day of the municipal corporations there 
was a strong feeling expressed that it was 
unfair that corporations should have to 
compensate landowners to the extent of 


{12 Juty 1900} 
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10 per cent. beyond the valuation. The 
Government retused to accept an Amend- 
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limiting that compensation, and I contend 
that if they really wished to make this 
measure practicable they should have 
accepted some ot the important Amend- 
ments which would cheapen the cost in 
the event of the local authorities putting 
the Bill into operation. I hope the time 
will soon arrive when there will be a 
Government in power which will deal 
with this question in a manner which will 
be effective and a lasting noon to the com- 
munity, and by which the matter will be 
settled for a great many years to come, 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): I 
have not ventured to address the House 
on this Bill either at the Committee stage 
or on the Second Reading, and I rise 
to-night only to make one or twa 
practical suggestions in addition to those 
which have been offered not alone from 
this, but also from the other side of the 
House. Before I deal with the points in 
which I am specially interested I want 
to say this: The country has been 
agitated during the last four or 
five years with the housing _ pro- 
blem on its moral, social, and 
physical sides. In the village as in the 
town, and especially in London, we have 
hoped that the Government, face to face 
with this agitation, would bring forward 
a Bill grappling with the problem much 
better than this Bill does, and when the 
country hears, as it will hear, especially 
after the Bill has been in operation a 
year, that all this agitation and the senti- 
mental articles in the papers, from The 
Times downwards, have resuited simply in 
this elementary measure, which goes only 
a little way on the right road, it will 
come to the conclusion that the Govern- 
méznt’s mountain has laboure< and _pro- 
duced a ridiculous mouse. I venture to 
think that the Government, face to face 
with the need for better housing, face to 
face with the demand for wider powers 
on the part of local authorities, could have 
done better than they have done, even 
accepting the bill as they originally 
brought itin. They might have accepted 
several Amendments from the hon. 
Member for South Shields, and they 
ought not to have refused some of the 
Amendments moved by the hon. Member 
for Stepney, with whose practical know- 
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ledge, sympathy, and speeches in regard 
to this question I entirely associate my- 
self. But the Government have resolved 
to restrict this Bill to the simple question 
of allowing local authorities to go outside 
their municipal jusisdiction for housing 
purposes. That, on the face of it, seems 
a plausible, practical, and remedial thing 
to do, but when we know that this new 
power is circumscribed by the adoptive 
and optional character of the Bill, a con- 
siderable amount of the plausible benefit 
which we at first thought this bill might 
confer is removed. My objection to the 
Bill is that it is optional in its adoption, 
and unless a local authority is compelled 
by the indignation of the inhabitants to 
adopt the Bill there very little 
improvement effected by this measure. 
The Bill is very limited in its scope, and 


will he 
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in practice it will be found to apply toa} 


very limited area. Unless the personnel 
of parish, district, and county councils is 
considerably altered, | do not expect to 
see rural elysiums cropping up in bricks 


and mortar for the ideal lodging of agri- | 


eultural labourers. 
vinced that unless some of the landlords 
who dominate parish, district, and county 


I am positively con- | 


councils are forced to abandon their hide- | 


bound objections to agricultural labourers 


being better housed, this Bill will be a | 


dead letter in rural districts. The Bill and 
the speeches of the right hon. Gentleman 
ignore the salient fact that some of the 
worst slum-ridden districts in the pro- 
vinees and in London are governed by 
the worst of slum-owners, who, on the 
local authorities who have to put 
this Act into operation, will do 
everything within their power to keep 
the poor people in the slums, because a 
bigger profit can be made out of them 
there than in a district two or three miles 
outside the City jurisdiction. This Bill 
will not force the slum-owner, who is also 
a parish, district, or county councillor, to 
depart from his own interest, and that 
will make against the extension of the 
sill. There is no compulsion which the 
central authority can apply to the local 
authority which neglects its duty in regard 
to the housing of the poor, and the net 
effect of the measure spread over the next 
few years will be about as great in the re- 
housing of the poor as that of the Work- 
men’s Dwellings Acquisition Bill of two 
yearsago—it will be practically nil. Let me 
go a bit further. The Billapplies to very 
few local authorities, as the bulk of them 
Mr, John Burns. 


| Gentleman 
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do not want to go outside their own areas 
for land for housing purposes. Some of 
the worst slums are in districts which 
have not yet reached the maximum of 
their municipal expansion, and this Bill 
will not touch those places to any 
appreciable extent. In a word, with the 
exception of a few cities such as Sheffield 
and Birmingham, and perhaps Leeds <o 
some extent, this Bill applies to London in 
the main. Let me deal with its applica- 
tion to London. Although this Bill 
mainly applies to London, its beneficial 
features will be absolutely inoperative 
unless the Government follow up this 
Bill by an immediate alteration —I would 
suggest the revocation—of the Standing 
Orders that prevent the London County 
Council, the housing authority, having 
that free hand in the extension of 
municipal electric traction which the 
County Council ought to enjoy. Unless 
by an alteration of the Standing Orders 
of this House the veto is removed by 
which the vestries prevent the London 
County Council going from the centre of 
London to the area outside where this 
Biil can apply, the measure so far as 
London is concerned for the next five 
vears will be a dead letter. How do I 
prove that! Supposing the London 
County Council were to buy 100 acres 
at Mitcham for artisans’ dwellings. 
Suppose further the Council, not being 


| the road authority between Westminster 


and Mitcham, want to get the people who 
are congested at Westminster to the 
artisans’ coionies which the right hon. 
thinks under this Bill the 
Council will be able to erect at Mitcham. 
That thought of the right hon. Gentleman 
is ideal, it is optimistic, for the facts 
are these: Unless you make the London 
County Council, which is the tramway 
and housing authority, also the road 
authority, the respectable people — of 
Wandsworth, who do not want the poor 
to come between the wind and _ their 
nobility, will veto any proposal the 
Council may make for electric traction 
through their area, with the result that 
the Bill wili be hung up, the housing 
schemes suspended, and this measure will 
be waste-paper. I respectfully suggest 
to the House of Commons and to the 
President of the Local Government Board 
that if this Bill is to do any good—and 
it will do most good to London if any- 
where—that good cannot be accomplished 
unless the road authority in London is also 
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the housing and the traction authority. 
If the veto of the vestries is not removed 
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trading in regard to electric traction. If 
| he desires to deal effectively with this 





we shall have the respectable retired | question he must take no notice of 


grocer of Balham, the respectable coal- 
merchant of Tooting, and the company- 
romoter who lives on the borders of 


Mitcham saying, “ We do not want Mr. 
Chaplin’s Bill; we do not want these 


colonies of workmen outside. But we will 
not object to it on the merits of the hous- 
ing scheme. 
on the local vestry to say that traction 
is not wanted in this neighbourhood ; we 


We will put up our friends | 


will not pay the sum necessary to widen | 


the streets.” They will have no end of 


factitious and fictitious excuses, and the | 


result will be that the Council will be un- 
able to achieve the objects of this Bill. I 
agree with the remarks of the hon. 
Member for Stepney as to the effect of 
the environment of working men on 
their character, and the effect of better 
houses upon men, women, and children. 


I agree that Part I might have been | 


amended, and Part II. could have been 
improved almost beyond recognition. This 
3ill could have jbeen stiffened if the 
Government had desired it, because the 
House was ready to accept anything 
which the Government was willing to 
put forward. But, notwithstanding this, 
I still think that so far as London and 


many big cities are concerned the solution | 
of the housing problem, to a great extent, | 
will be found less in rehousing the dis- | 


housed poor in insanitary areas than it 
will be found in throwing the responsi- 
bility upon local authorities of providing 
cheap and rapid electric traction in order 
to distribute the poor themselves over a 
wider area than that congested area in 
which they now live. Dealing with this 
problem is like dealing with manure, 


which is no good in heaps, but is very | 


beneficial spread over a lot of ground. I 


believe that relief to these congested dis- | 


tricts will come toa great extent from 
cheap and rapid electric traction. The 
President of the Local Government Board 


must realise that, concurrently with his | 


desire for this Bill to allow local authori- 
ties to deal with this problem outside 
their own area, there is growing up a 
strong objection to localities —— and 
especially municipal authorities—getting 
quicker and better electric traction in 
their hands. Ifthe right hon. Gentleman 
wants to help the housing of the poor he 


will have to take no notice of this | 


spurious agitation against 
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municipal | particular. 


the gentlemen who have caused the 
‘two Houses of Parliament to __ insti- 
tute a joint Committee, the object 
of which is to get electrie traction 
in the hands of companies and mono- 
polies, when, if it were placed in the 
hands of local or municipal authorities, 
with the necessary control over the roads, 
it would do more good in one year in the 
way of settling the housing problem than 
this Bill will do in nine or ten years. The 
hon. Member for Dumbartonshire made 
an admirable and excellent speech, but it 
had very little relevance to this Bill or to 
the housing problem. I think his speech 
would have been more appropriate when 
the Cheap Trains Bill was before the 
House. The hon. Member has stated 
that the railway companies in Scotland 
had been compelled to carry people 
twenty miles for twopence, and what is 
good enough for Dumbartonshire is good 
_enough for London. [An Hon. MeEm- 
BER: It is done now in London.]| 
Yes, I know that the Great Eastern Rail- 
way do it, but they have done it more to 
take colonies of workmen to help them 
to pay for their line. The Great Eastern 
Railway was then almost bankrupt, and 
they paid their dividends by giving cheap 
trains. But one swallow does not make 
a summer, and all the other railway com- 
panies do not do the same as the Great 
Eastern Railway have done. The Govern- 
ment did a great deal to prevent the suc- 
cess of this Bill when they asked their 
supporters to throw out the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Islington’s Cheap Trains 
Bill, which was the necessary comple- 
ment to any Housing Bill whether under 
Part L, Part II., or Part II. The Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board has 
given us the power to go outside, providing 
the local authorities are willing ; but by 
the rejection of the Cheap Trains Bill the 
Government have denied the workmen, 
whom they expect to benefit, the oppor- 
tunity of that cheap and rapid transit 
which ought to precede the passing of this 
Bill. What the Government have given 
with the left hand they have taken away 
with the right by not giving the facilities 
to compel railway companies to provide 
these cheap fares, which they ought to 
have done. I wish to say a word or two 
with regard to one portion of London in 
I allude to Chelsea. If we 
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have to have landlords I would rather 
have a big landlord than a small one. 


The most objectionable sort of landlords | 


I know are those who belong to the retired 
grocer class with religious proclivities, who 
have invested their money in bricks and 
mortar in which the poor live, and who 
now grind the faces of the poor. 
to choose a good landlord, I would rather 
have a large one, and one of the’ best is 
Lord Cadogan, or the Duke of West- 
minster, or the Duke of Bedford. But 
what happens in these cases? Lord 
Cadogan has converted Chelsea during 
the last twenty years from being a 
working class district into a sort of 
South-Western Belgravia and a middle 
and upper class flatland. He has turned 
all the workmen out of Chelsea for the 
improvement and betterment of his pro- 
perty, and his dominion over Chelsea, 
benevolent though he may think it, has 
been a positive curse to the labourers and 
the artisans and the men who previously 
lived in Chelsea and near to their 
work. It seems to me _ that the 
day is not far distant when you will have 
to apply to the Dukes of Westminster and 
Bedford and Earl Cadogan, who are 
improving the poor off the face of this 
earth for the benefit of their property, 
the same provisions as are now applied 
to railway companies, and which you are 
now seeking to apply to the County 
Council, and which you impose upon the 
School Board when they pull down houses 
for the building of polytechnics, and thus 
disnlace the poor. You are going to 
segregate this vast city into parishes of the 
poor and parishes of the rich, which, from 
the point of view of housing, is a mistake, 
and from the point of view of social 
development will be a disaster. By this 
policy you are bringing about a division 
of the classes, which you have always 
pretended that you «are anxious to avert, 
and thus you are bringing about in 
London one of the worst social character- 
istics that it is possible to conceive. I 
sincerely trust that my hint to my friend 
Earl Cadogan will be conveyed to him by 
his friends in the spirit it which it is 
given, and that we shall no longer 
see the Duke of Westminster and 
Karl Cadogan displacing the working 
class of Chelsea, and compelling them 
to go into portions of Fulham = and 
into my constituency of Battersea. [‘An 


Hon. Member: But they are Radicals.| | man in the West End. 
That is not so, for they are of the very | ser: It makes more room.] 


Mr. John Burns. 
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poorest class, and the very poor are almost 
always more Tory than the rich; they 
are chloroformed by the publicans, and 
by beer and blankets, and they are the 
dependents of South African millionaires, 
who tell them that it is their business to 
support gentlemen who have made their 
money in Africa and who come over here 
touting for a  coronet, while if 
they asked for such a thing in 
their own land they would be put 
in prison instead. ‘This Bill brings no 
pressure to bear upon the rich landlord, 
nor upon a reluctant local authority. — It 
does not deal with a reluctant district 
council dominated by a landlord. What 
remedy does it bring to the dock labourer 
and the casual worker in the East End 
of London? Why, none at all. My 
hon. friend the Member for Stepney asked 
for the establishment of a fair rent court, 
but that was refused. There are hundreds 
of foreigners who are exacting more 
money out of those who reside in small 
tenements in the East, and_ inflicting 
greater hardships upon the poor, than ever 
Isaac Gordon made ont of his clients. 
This kind of thing has to be stopped, 
because if it is not stopped we shall see 
the beginning of such an agitation 
that J trust we never shall witness in the 
Kast End of London. ‘The last thing I 
have to say is in regard to that infamous 
clause which provides that local authori- 
ties may buy land at the ratepayers’ 
expense, and when the money has been 
captured, the landowners get on the 
district council and lease the land bought 
at the ratepayers’ expense to trattickers in 
land, who will make a profit out of it 
without ineurring the responsibility of 
purchase. ‘That is a mischievous blot on 
this Bill. This measure was said to he 
brought in to help the costermonger, the 
dock labourer, and the poor men who had 
to labour about Covent Garden and Drury 
Lane, but it will not help them at all. 
They cannot go to live at ‘Tooting, Rich- 
mond, or Kingston. This Bill is another 
instance of that vicious class of legisla- 
tion which the Government have in more 
than one respect introduced. It is 
another instance of giving to him that 
hath and taking from him _ that 
hath not. It helps the clerk and the 
higher paid workman, who feel less 
the pressure of congestion than 
the stevedore, the waiter, and the foot- 
[An Hon, Mem- 
Yes; but 
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it is to such a very small extent, that is 
hardly worth the trouble of drafting a 
Bill to provide it. This measure does 
not grapple with the difficulty, and does 
not provide the remedy which some of 
us thought it would provide. It enables 
local authorities to go outside their areas 
to do what they have not the power to 
do inside. That is precisely what pro- 
vincial districts do not want, and, so far 
as London is concerned, this provision is 
rendered useless by the fact that the 
London County Council will not be able to 
go out of their district unless this Stand- 
ing Order is revoked. I wish to make a 
final suggestion. I wish to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman if he intends proceeding 
with the revocation of the Standing 
Order, and, if he cannot do that, will he 
promise to bring in a Bill next session to 
enable the county council to be the road 
as well as the housing authority? This 
Bill whispers housing reform to the ear 
and breaks it to the hope of every poor 
workman. 


Housing of the 


THe PRESIDENT or tie LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHAPLIN, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): The hon. Mem- 
ber for South Shields has complained 
that this Bill is a title and a name, and 
nothing more. He also says that every 
Amendment which wouli have made the 
Bill a reality has been excluded. I doubt 
very much whether the points raised by the 
hon. Member could have been inserted in 
the Bill even if its scope had been altered 
in the manner he suggested. Why did 
the hon. Member for South Shields not 
try to move some Instructions upon these 
points? There was at least a possibility 
that he might have succeeded, and these 
questions could have been raised. All I 
have to say is that no Instructions of any 
kind were moved, and I doubt whether 
any single Instruction, if so placed upon 
the Paper, would have achieved the object 
which hon. Members opposite have in 
view. The hon. Member for Battersea 
says the Bill could have been stiffened if 
we had been willing to accept some of 
the various Amendments which were put 
down. We heard a good deal upon the 
Second Reading of the Bill about a num- 
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' ber of comprehensive Amendments which 
were to be moved in Committee, but why 
were none of them moved? I waited 
in daily expectation to hear what those 
comprehensive Amendments were which 
were going to transfor this Bill into a 
but 
they never came. I can count on my fingers 
the serious suggestions which have been 
offered by hon. Gentlemen opposite. One 
of them was the extension of the period 
for the repayment of loans. But if that 
had been carried it would have been 
absolutely trivial. The hon. Member for 
Hoxton admitted that the Amendment 
which I accepted at his hands would do 
ten times more to assist the local authori- 
ties in giving effect to this measure than 
any other Amendment—than if I had 
accepted all the Amendments which were 
moved for extending the period of the 
loans. But even on that point hon. 
Gentlemen must remember that their 
proposals were opposed and objected to 
by all the greatest financial authorities 
sitting upon their own side of the House. 
With regard to the question of locomo- 
tion, the hon. Member for South Shields 
has said that what is wanted is a change 
in the law. My right hon. friend the 
President of the Board of Trade and 
myself had the pleasure of receiving a 
deputation from the County Council upon 
this subject not many days ago. The 
President of the Board of Trade ex- 
plained to that deputation the pro- 
vision made by the existing law. I 
think he made out a convincing case that 
all they required could be obtained with- 
out any changes in the law under the 
present law, and he gave them assurances 
which, as far as I can judge, were received 
with satisfaction and were considered 
sufficient by the members of the County 
Council who formed the deputation. The 
hon. Member for Battersea has raised 
another question which is of even more 
importance than the question of cheap 
trains. He has pointed out what is the 
fact, that under Standing Order 22 very 
great diflieulties may be placed in the way 
of the County Council in London in case 


great and comprehensive measure, 


they wish to make a tramway boyond 
their own area. The effect of that 
Standing Order is that the consent 


of any outside authority is an abso- 
_lute condition before any Bill upon this 
| subject can be introduced. My right hon. 
— and myself have considered this 
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question most carefully, and, after a con- | more effective administration of the exist- 
ference with the Chairmen of Committees | ing law, rather than new measures of 
in both Houses, I am in a position to say legislation. 
that the Government are willing to make 
such alterations in that Standing Order 
and propose them in due course as will 
modify those restrictions and allow the| 3 . . ' 
question to be brought before Parliament | Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
and leave to the Committee the decision Ilkeston): I am very sorry to have to 
as to whether the matter should go for- | rise to discuss the Third Reading of this 
8 ou Aicheadlecdpet gp 9 pepe dade tie dagen tas ikl 
—- Bic shall have a further opportunity of con- 
ought to deal in reply to what has been | idevi hi anes. ikea tee Bhd 
said. I am very strongly of opinion | ‘ering this measure before the [Third 
myself that when these questions were Reading is taken. I think that would be 
first discussed upon the introduction of a convenient course to the House for this 
the Bill, when it was stated so freely by | reason if for no other reason, that the 
many hon. Members opposite that this | Bill as it is before us at present is imper- 
was a small, inadequate, futile, and abso- fect and incomplete. Moreover, the Bill 
lutely ridiculous measure as an amend- | 
ment of the law, nine-tenths of the hon. 


has never been reprinted since those 


| @ls : rer « » ] 2 >a ” 
Gentlemen who made those statements | “lauses were added to it on the Report 
were in entire ignorance—or, if not, they stage, and it is very inconvenient at this 
were singularly ill-informed—as to the stage of the Bill to have before us an 
existing state ae the law. seg oa imperfect transcript of the Bill which the 
deay oured, 0 the best of my ability, since Government propose to place upon the 
these discussions began to make public eed Chan T wens 3 ‘ 
> ° ° c - 2 » re rea 
and bring home to the minds of those in- | P°®™VCD00K. hy hen a ee 
copy of this Bill I was surprised to find 


terested in this question how immense, 
how wide, and how enormous are the | that the clauses added on the Report stage 


powers which are already vested by law | were not added. I hope, therefore, we 
in the local authorities. I am pretty cer- | shall have an opportunity of considering 
tain in my own mind that the real reason the Bill in its complete form before the 
why, during the pore. of this Bill Third Reading is carried. The right hon. 
through Committee, we have had none of tte the Mian: of te tind 


those comprehensive Amendments which | ~ ; ‘ 
were foreshadowed was that the more Government Board, in the speech which 


hon. Gentlemen opposite made themselves he has just made, has referred to the 
thoroughly acquainted with this subject | absence of certain action on the part of 
the more difficult they found it to frame | hon, Members on this side of the House 
any nts which were not already | |; . 

any Amendments which were not already | . i+) reference both to Instructions and 


dealt with under the existing law upon | 7 , 
this subject, or which were not seeraad | Amendments, and he suggested that if we 
for by the changes made by the present | desired very large powers to be added to 
Bill. As regards London, to which the this Bill we should have taken more 
hon. Member for Battersea has referred, | opportunities of putting down Instrue- 
I hope for much from the new boroughs /tions. The right hon. Gentleman seems 
which are about to be constituted. With | ;, forget that the opportunity of putting 
regard to districts outside the metropolis, I | iis alias wun Metead Tess a 
hope that the publicity which has been | COW *nstrue er pes ceapigin RSENS 
given to this question by the discussions | that stage of the Bill was not expected to 
in this House may lead to greater | be soshort. I remember one evening we 
activity upon their part. Say what you | were not expecting this Bill to be taken 
will upon this question, and do what you | at all by the House, and when I came 
will to try and extend the law, it is, after pack I found that one stage of the 
all, upon the action of the local authorities) org s Ha 7 
oh ae gee em . measure had been taken unexpectedly. 
and the way in which they perform their | Of nea h ‘sibility of 
duty that we must rely. It becomes daily | U! course that shut out the possibility o 
and hourly more apparent that what really | putting down certain Instructions which 
is wanted in regard to this question is a | would otherwise have possibly been put 


Mr. Chaplin. 
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down. I do not say that this | the Statute-book for turning people out 
was designedly done, but it put} ofbad houses and for shutting up those 
us at a disadvantage with  re-| houses; but what we want is power to 
ference to the addition of further | re-house the people, and this Bill does not 
Instructions which might have been put | give us that power to any appreciable 
down to extend the Bill, as was desired | extent in the rural districts, and it gives 
by many hon. Members on this side of | us that power under very unfortunata 
the House. There were many Amend-| conditions even in large cities and in 
ments of substance which we desired to London. I am very anxious that we 
move, but which were unfortunately shut | should consider this Bill fully and 
out by the narrow title and narrow pur- thoroughly before it passes to another 
view of the Bill itself. Hon. Mem- | House, and I think it is advisable that we 
bers of considerable position in the party | should discuss it at much greater length. 
to which I have the honour to belong, | The right hon. Gentleman says it is desir_ 
men of most moderate views, have | able that the public outside should under- 
declared that this evil is so great, and | stand the Bill thoroughly ; but for that 
that the difficulties and dangers of bad | | purpose so far we have had very sraall 
housing of the people are becoming such | opportunities of discussing the measure. 
serious questions affecting the social con- | | With reference to the re-housing difficulty 
dition of the people, that they are pre-| in London the Bill gives the local authori 
pared to take even revolutionary steps to | ties opportunities of re-housing by taking 
amend the present condition of things. | them outside their area. But the taking 
When that spirit exists, it is more than | of them outside the present areas under. 

disappointing, for it is absolutely dis-| existing conditions is almost impossible 
heartening to have a measure brought | You cannot take people outside the areas 
in and discussed, and which is described | of these local authorities —— 

as a Bill for housing the working | 

classes, which, by its very title and 

drafting, prevents Amendments of alarge It being Midnight, Mr. SPEAKER pro- 
and generous character being put upon ceeded to interrupt the ‘iid where- 
the Paper. Then we come to the upon— 

question in connection with this Bill of | 


what can be done under it. There | 
were several points that I wished| Mr. CHAPLIN rose in his place, and 


to raise myself, and I am sorry to | claimed to move, “That the Question be 
have to say, with reference to the Bill | now put.” 

itself, I regard it with great disappoint- | 

ment. It does not answer the expecta- | 

tions I had formed of the measure that} Question put, “That the Question be 
would be introduced. The Bill has not | now put.” 

met, after all, the great difficulty we have | 
to face in this matter in order to take 
poor people out of bad and insanitary; The House divided:—Ayes, 108; 
houses, There are plenty of powers on | Noes, 38. (Division List No. 216.) 





AYES. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W. (Leeds | Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Banbury, Frederick George Brassey, Albert 
Beach,Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.(Bristol | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe | Bullard, Sir Harry 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 








Bethell, Commander Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
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Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire , 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. | 
Cham berlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Right Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. §. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon, Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. Vicary(St. Albans) | 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 


Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Brigg, John 

sroadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel For 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 


Question put accordingly, and agreed 


to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
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Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo.’s , 


ae Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsb’y) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. RobertWm. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Jebb, Sir R. Claverhouse 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence,SirEDurning- (Corn 


| Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks.) 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lowe, Francis Williain 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 

More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan,Hn. Fred. (Mon’mths) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, kt HnAGraham(Bute 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Pease, Herbert P.(Darlington) 


NOES. 


| Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson EF. 
Lambert, Georze 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cum)’land) 
Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacNeill, J. Gordon Swift 
M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 
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Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Penn, John 
Pilkington, R.(Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
tentoul, James Alexander 
tichards, Henry Charles 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T, 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
found, James i 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, A. H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. I. D. (Strand) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Welby,Lt-ColA.C. E. (Taunton 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E. R.(Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Young, Commander (Berks,E. 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


feckitt, Harold James 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sinclair, Capt. J.(Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spicer, Albert 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. Causton. 


COUNTY AND BOROUGH FRANCHISE 
ASSIMILATION (LONDON) BILL. 


| Read the third time, and passed. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve of the clock. 


<in Asterisk (") at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | SUNDERLAND CORPORATION BILL 


[H.L.]. 
Friday, 13th July, 1900. The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES informed 


the House that the opposition to the Bill 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. was withdrawn. The Order made on the 





28th May last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted for Monday next. 





The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | pray AND ENNISKERRY RAILWAY 


House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | BILL. 

had laid upon the Table the Certificate; jam pe arpay tyME Tue . 
from the Examiners that the Standing | N Se ae ELECIEE 
Orders applicable to the following Bill | , 

have been complied with :— | NEWRY, KEADY, AND TYNAN LIGHT 


RAILWAY BILL. 
| Moved, That the Order made on the 
The same was ordered to lie on the | 12th day of March last, “That no Private 


Tramways Provisional Orders (No. 5). 


Table. | Bill brought from the House of Commons 
| shall be read a second time after Tuesday 

HASTINGS CORPORATION BILL. | the 26th day of June next,” be dispensed 
TOTTENHAM URBAN DISTRICT __| With, and that the Bills be now read 2¢ ; 


COUNCIL BILL. | agreed to; and Bills read 2¢ accordingly, 

Reports of Her Majesty’s Attorney and committed. The Committees to be 
General received, and ordered to lie on | Proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
the Table. 


BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 
BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE’S, AND (HL. }. 
LYTHAM TRAMWAYS BILL. Read 3¢, and passed, and sent to the 
Report from the Select Committee, Commons. 

That the Committee had not proceeded | pIsHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
with the consideration of the Bill, the; WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL [u.1.}. 
opposition thereto having been with- | Returned from the Commons agreed to. 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the | 
Table. The Orders made on the 28th of | SPALDING URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
June and the 5th of July last discharged ; | (WATER) BILL. 
and Bill committed. Returned from the Commons with the 


| Amendments agreed to. 
ILFRACOMBE IMPROVEMENT BILL. | 


The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill; EXMOUTH URBAN DISTRICT WATER 





reported with Amendments. | BILL [H.1.]. 
| Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
LAMBETH WATER BILL. | with Amendments. 


Reported from the Select Committee) parKrRK CORPORATION BILL [1.1]. 
with Amendments. | 


| RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS | Returned from the Commons agreed 
BILL. | to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 


Reported from the Select Committee | ments considered, and agreed to. 
7] £ 7] 1 ts. 
ealenenices \ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
| > IPE T 2) B f 
HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. | ORDERS (No, 12) BELL 


. | ouse in Committee (according to 
Reported from the Select Committee | Hous ee ( See 

. | Order). Amendments made. Standing 
with Amendments. | 


| Committee negatived. The Report of 
EDINBURGH DISTRICT LUNACY | Amendments to be received on Monday 
BOARD BILL [H.L.]. | next. 
CORK ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL | TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
[H.L.]. | (No. 3) BELL [H.1.]. 
Commons Amendments considered, and| Read 3% (according to Order), and 
agreed to. | passed, and sent to the Commons. 


VOL. LXXXV. [FourtH SERIEs. ]} 3] 
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ery Ba pbs ol tal 4 Ww A ae ra | time ; (2) of those serving, how many so- 
AND WATERFORD AND CENTRAL| called Militiamen are secvine in Cire 

IRELAND RAILWAY COMPANIES | ¢ called Militiamen are serving in Great 


AMALGAMATION BILL [H.L.}. 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 


tion, That the Lord Heneage be proposed | 


to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bill in the place of 
the Lord Chelmsford; read, and agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


COMMERCIAL (No. 2), 1900. 
Reports from Her Majesty’s Represen- 
tatives abroad on Trade Marks Laws and 
Regulations: Part I. Presented (by 
Command), ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


and 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (PARTI- 
CULARS OF PIECE-WORK WAGES: 
PEN-MAKING). 


Britain, and of these how many are be- 
low twenty and eighteen years of age ; 
(3) what force of Militia Infantry, de- 
ducting Militiamen under twenty years 
of age, and making an average allowance 
for casualties and absentees, could at the 


|present time be put in the field for 
| the home defence of the United Kingdom. 


|In putting this question to my noble 


friend, I have no desire at all to revive 
> 


| the discussion on the Militia Ballot Bill, 


I do not wish to ask your Lordships to: 
consider whether the Militia Ballot Bill 


or the promise of clean clothes which was 
given by my noble friend the Secretary 


‘and I did not hear what the noble 


Order made by the Secretary of State | 


for the Home Department, dated 12th 
July, 1900, applying with modifications 
the provisions of Section 40 of the Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1895, to factories 
and workshops in which is carried on the 
making of pens. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN = TBREAK— 
RECENT NEW 
THE EARL OF KIMBERLEY: May I 


ask the noble Marquess opposite whether 
the Government have 
from China? 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp 
SECRETARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY) : 
I regret very much to say that we have 
no news whatever. Of course, as the 
noble Lord is well aware, there are cer- 
tain items of news current this afternoon 
in London, but they do not come from 
the Government, and, confining myself 
entirely to the question the noble Lord 
has asked me, I can only say that we have 
no news at all. 


MILITIA ESTABLISH MENT— 
STATISTICS. 
THE EarL oF WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I rise to ask the Secretary 
War (1) to what extent the Militia is 
below its establishment at the present 


of State for 


of State for War will be the more likely 
to fill the chronic vacancies in the Militia. 
But I should like to clear up a personal 
matter. I am, unfortunately, very deaf, 
Mar- 
quess said in answer to the remarks | 
made in the recent discussion; but on 
reading his speech I find that he spoke 
of my inability to recognise any merit in 
any measures except those which I my- 
self initiated. That is a very general 
assertion, and | therefore ask the noble 
Marquess to condescend to particulars, 
and to name the measures I have 
initiated bearing upon this question which 


‘I prefer to the measures proposed by the 


any further news | 


Government. As to the strength of the 
Militia, I have received «a communication 
from an officer thoroughly conversant 
with the state of things in one district, in 
which he states that I ought to have 
asked how many Militiamen were below 
sixteen. I do not know who it comes 
from, but I hold in my hand another 
letter, written on official paper but 
anonymous, in which it is stated that ina 
certain district the actual strength of the 
Militia is 5,655, while the establishment 
proper is 9,255, so that in that particular 
district the Militia is below its proper 
strength by 3,600. The writer 
to say that the number of captains is 
three-fourths of the establishment, and 
that the Militia are now being trained in 
great part by subalterns, which accounts 
for the adverse criticism recently passed 
by the Commander-in-Chief as to their 
efficiency. 


gi eS ON 


THe SECRETARY or STATE vor 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): 
My Lords, the noble Earl began by asking 
me for an explanation of a passage which 
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he quoted—I have no doubt correctly— 


from the speech I delivered the other | 


evening when his motion in favour of the 
Militia ballot was debated. The noble 
Earl on that occasion pressed upon your 
Lordships the desirability of 

T 
contrary, asked your Lordships to believe 
that other measures having important 
effects upon the efficiency and strength 
of the Militia force should be tried before 
there was any question of having resort 


to the ballot, and at the end of my | 
remarks I told the noble Earl that [| 


thought he was unable to see any merit 
in any measure except that which he was 
himself pressing upon thé House. 


THE EArt oF WEMYSS: Initiating. 


THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
The noble Earl presses the word 
“initiating.” He certainly initiated it on 
that occasion, at any rate. He refused 
to admit that our measures had any 
merit, but I am glad the House thought 
with us and came to the conclusion at 
which we had arrived. The noble Earl a 
few moments ago called my attention to 
a case in which an anonymous informant 
had told him that in a particular district 
the Militia was to an alarming extent 
below its strength. I cannot identify the 
case, but if the noble Earl chooses to 
supply me with the necessary information 
{ will make inguiries. I will now answer 
the questions on the Paper. I may 
explain that the figures which I shall give 
him will be exclusive of the permanent 
staff of the Militia and of the Militia 
officers. 
is 124,273. The number of men now 


addition to those there are about 12,000 
Militia Reservists who are now serving 
with the Line. If those be added the 
deficiency is increased from about 20,000 
to about 32,000. 


THe Earn or WEYMSS: Are they 
not exclusive of the establishment ? 


THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
Including the Militia Reservists the 
deficiency will be 52,000, and excluding 
them, 20,000. Of the Militia serving at 
home there are in Great Britain 57,000, 
and in Ireland 13,000. Of the 57,000 in 
Great Britain there are, under the age of 
twenty, 21,000, of whom 5,000 are under 
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having | 
recourse to the Militia ballot. I, on the | 


The establishment of the Militia | 
| first clause 
serving with the Militia is 91,824, but in 
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|the age of eighteen. Of the 13,000 in 
Ireland 5,500 are under twenty and of 
| those 1,400 are under eighteen. Then, 
'my Lords, we come to the Infantry 
| Militia. The Infantry Militia in the 
United Kingdom numbers 54,000, 
of whom 22,000 are under twenty. 
About 2,700 would represent the normal 
| deduction to be made from that number 
/on account of sick. All that I need add 
is that for the purpose of calculating the 
number of men who can be put into the 
field for the home defence of the United 
Kingdom, we should certainly not deduct 
all men below the age of twenty. No 
such deduction has, to the best of my 
belief, ever been made. 


THE Eart or WEMYSS: I beg to 
thank tre noble Marquess for the state- 
ment he has just made. Perhaps he will 
pardon me if I again refer to the personal 
matter [ mentioned when asking the 
question. My noble friend has just stated 
that what he said referred to the measure 
that I was pressing on the House. What 
the noble Marquess really said was that I 
could see no merit in any measure that I 
did not myself initiate. What I want to 
point out is that [ had nothing whatever 
to do with the initiation of the measure 
for the Militia ballot. I was simply 
pressing on the Government the measure 
which they themselves initiated. 

WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 

(1897) EXTENSION BILL. 


Amendment reported 
Order). 


(according to: 


Lorp HERRIES pointed out that the 
provided, amongst other 
things, that where the contractor pro- 
vided and used machinery driven by 
mechanical power for the purposes of 
threshing, ploughing, or other agricultural 
work, he, and he alone, should be liable 
under the Act to pay compensation to 
any workman employed by him on such 
work. He proposed that the words 
“horses or” should be inserted before the 
word “machinery.” He could not under- 
stand why, if a contractor made use of 
machinery, the contractor should be liable 
to pay compensation, whereas if he made 
use of horse power the liability should fall 
on the employer and not on the contractor. 
They had been told that the difticulty 
could be got over by insurance, but it 
would be impossible for the employer to 
312 
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insure the workpeople of the contractor 
against accidents. Moreover, the clause 
as it at present stood would give rise to 
a great deal of litigation as to when 
the employment began. Supposing, for 
instance, a man employed a contractor 
with a self-binder to cut a field of corn, 
would the liability for compensation begin 
when the contractor was attaching: the 
horse to the self-binder, or when he 
entered the field? He ventured to think 
that many legal questions of this kind 
might arise. If one of the horses em- 
ployed by a contractor was vicious and 
kicked and injured somebody, surely 
the man who employed the contractor 
could not be considered liable. He had 
been told that this question was threshed 
out in the Committee of the House of 
Commons, but from inquiries he had as- 
certained from a Member for an agricul- 
tural district that the point had never 
been raised at all. The Amendment was 
in no way opposed to the principle of the 
Bill, and he hoped the noble Viscount 
would accept it. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 15, after ‘ uses’ to insert | 


‘horses or.’ (Lord Herries.) 


Viscount CROSS: 
that I have considerable sympathy with | 
the Amendment, I am afraid I cannot 
aczept it. The great object of the Bill 
is to avoid litigation, and the Department | 
which I represent are of opinion that the | 
words of the Bill as it stands are quite | 


clear and not likely to lead to litigation. | 


Although it is true that some of these | 
machines are driven by horses, a good | 


{LORDS} 


| ported the Amendment. 


Act (1897) Extension Bill. 1432 


Lorp HERRIES pointed out that the 
clause, as he proposed to amend it, would 
read, “ provided that where the contractor 
provides and uses horses or machinery.” 


THE EARL or KIMBERLEY thought 
the Amendment would be a great improve- 
ment to the Bill. 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morey) said that in his 
opinionthe Amendment was a very reason- 
able one. If a contractor’s horse kicked 
aman the contractor ought to be liable 
for the injury just as much as he would 
be liable for an injury caused by the 
machinery he used. 


Lorp ALVERSTONE said it would be 
better not to insert the words in the 
Amendment. He thought the difficulty 
which the Board of Agriculture must have 
felt was that if the words “ horses or ” 
were inserted there would be a difference 
in the case of a man kicked by the 
farmer’s horse and a man kicked by the 
'contractor’s horse. It would be better 
not to draw this distinction. 


| ie incieilii 
| Lorp HENEAGE said that, under the 


|clause as it now stood, if a man was 





Although I confess | ‘kicked by the contractor’s horse he would 


| obtain compensation from the farmer, who 
| might then recover it from the contractor 
| to “whom the horse belonged. He sup- 
If the contractor 
| provided and used horses, he alone should 
| be liable to compensate just in the same 
way as if he provided machinery. 


On Question, “ That the words ‘horses 
or’ be here inserted,” their Lordships 


many of the horses may belong to. the | divided :—Contents, 22; Not-Contents, 


farmer himself. 
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Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next. | to their own property, but by relation to 
| the ship of largest size that has gone into 
MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF | the dock during the previous five years. 

SHIPOWNERS AND OTHERS) BILL. | If this principle is going to be admitted 

House in Committee (according to | there is no reason why the liability of 
Order). | railway companies and other contracting 
| bodies should not be limited in the same 
‘manner. I hope before your Lordships 
| pass this clause you will see that by it you 
|are introducing the principle—the en- 
| tirely new principle—of limiting liability 

Lorp MACNAGHTEN said he did | for dock companies and other undertak- 
not think there would be any objection | "gs without the least reference to the 
to his Amendment, which he explained | Same considerations as those which limit 
on the previous evening. It provided | the liability in the case of shipowners ; 
that a ship could not be deemed to have | the standard that is set up has not the 
been within the area laid down in the Bill | slightest relation either to the obligation 


Clause 1, agreed to, 


Clause 2 :— 





by reason only that it had been built or 
fitted out within such area. 


Amendment moved— 


“In clause 2, line 27, after ‘has’ to insert 
‘been built or fitted out within such area or 
that it has.’”—(Lord Maenaghten.) 


Lorp HENEAGE said that, so far as 
he was concerned, he had no objection to 
the Amendment. It appeared a fair and 
reasonable cne, and he gladly accepted it. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


On Question, “That Clause 2, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


Lorp ALVERSTONE: I wish to ask | 


the noble and learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack and the noble Lord who represents 
the Board of Trade whether Her Majesty’s 
Government have really considered what 
the effect of this clause is. I pointed out 
when I was in the House of Commons 
that the clause was practically unworkable. 
It proposes that dock companies shall get 
immunity from liability for accidents to 
the same extent that shipowners now do 
under the Limitation of Liability Acts. 
I will quote one instance as an illustration 
of what I mean. Supposing a dock- 
master, by mismanagement of sluices, lets 
out the water, and half-a-dezen ships are 
grounded and the goods injured, the 
liability of the dock company is to be 
limited to £8 a ton, not by any relation 


|of the dock company or the breach of 
, duty they commit. Ido not think such 
a change in the law ought to be made 
except after full consideration by the 
Government of the day. I should like 
the noble Lord who represents the Board 
of Trade to state the reason for this 
clause. It is said to be a bargain between 
the shipowners and the dock companies, 
| but we have the rights of the goods 
| owners to protect. There may be damage 
| to the extent of thousands of pounds done 
| to goods, but the goods owners get no 
| consideration under this Bill. 





Eart EGERTON: While I cannot 
defend the clause upon any logical 
principle, I should like to explain that it 
'1s the result of agreement between dock- 
owners and shipowners. It does not limit 
the amount of damages in an ordinary 
accident, but is designed to meet such 
accidents as the one which occurred two 
years ago in the Manchester Ship Canal. 
It will be remembered that the ship 
Harold, instead of obeying orders and 
going astern, went ahead and charged the 
dock gates with such force that they were 
carried away. Had it not been for the 
presence of mind of the man in charge of 
the dock, who closed the gates im- 
mediately, the water for several miles 
would have been let out and enormous 
damage caused, It was felt on either 
side that there should be some limit to 
the liability of the shipowner and the 





dockowner in accidents of an exceptional 
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nature, and this limit the clause provides, | 
though, speaking on behalf of dock- 
owners, I would have preferred a specified 
limit of, say, £50,000 or £100,000. 


Lorp AVEBURY: The noble Lord 
who is in charge of this Bill said the 
clause had been agreed to by all those 
who were interested. I should like to 
know if merchants and insurers, who are 
quite as much interested in the matter as 
shipowners and dock companies, are in 
any way parties to the agreement repre- 
sented by the clause. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
The criticisms upon this clause seem to 
imply a greater amount of affection for it 
on the part of the Board of Trade than 
really exists. I ventured yesterday to 
explain the position of the Board of 
Trade in regard to the clause. If the 
clause has to be defended upon its merits 
the defence must come from the noble 
Lord who 1s responsible for the Bill. The 
Board of Trade are not committed to this 
clause. Their position is this—they are 
aware that this is a Bill which is ardently 
desired by the two parties to this transac- 
tion, but whether their interests ought to 
prevail over the interests of those whom 
the noble Lord behind me has mentioned 
is a matter really for the House. I do not 
make myself responsible for the clause, 
nor do Tin any way defend it. At the 
same time, I am bound to say that to 
strike out the clause would be tantamount 
to rejecting the Bill. If the clause goes 
to a division, I shall fee] bound, after what 
I said yesterday, to vote for the clause ; 
but 1 do not think this expression of 
opinion on my part ought to be held to 
bind the Government to vote in the same 
direction. 


THe Lorp CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): When I addressed your 
Lordships yesterday I spoke under some 
reserve. 1 certainly was under the im- 
pression that the noble and learned Lord 
behind me, the late Attorney General, 
had spoken on behalf of the Government 
in support of the clause in another place. 
Now, however, I feel pertectly free to 
express my opinion. A more monstrous 
and more ridiculous provision than that 
contained in this clause I have never 
heard in my life, and if the question is 
put, “that the clause stand part of the 
Bill,” I shall certainly say “ not content.” 

Earl Egerton. 


{LORDS} 
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THe Eart or KIMBERLEY : This is 
not a specimen of a very united Govern- 
ment. We have heard to-day what is to 
me an entirely new theory as to the 
responsibility of the different members of 
the Government. The noble Lord who 
represents the Board of Trade has stated 
that the Board of Trade do not particu- 
larly like this clause. That may be, but 
they take the responsibility of giving 
their assistance to pass the Bill through 
Parliament, and therefore they become 
responsible for it. 


*Lorp HENEAGE: I cannot help 
thinking that an inconvenient course has 
been adopted in allowing the Second 
Reading to pass unchallenged, thus 
approving of the principle of limitation, 
and raising the question at the present 
stage. I came down yesterday fully 
prepared to discuss the Bill on its merits, 
aud so far as I could see there was no 
opposition except from the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack, who said 
he did not wish to disturb the unanimity 
of the House. We approved yesterday 
of the principle that there was to be 
limitation, and the only question was how 
was that limitation to take place. The 
noble and learned Lord the late Attorney 
General objects to the second clause of 
this Bill. I think I must remind him 
that on the Second Reading in another 
place, after approving of the first clause 
of the Bill, he said— 

“ All I say is that it does seem to me that 
the dock company has some right to say to the 
shipowner, ‘If you ask that when a ship runs 
down the dock gates its liability shall be 
limited to £8 a ton, there ought at least to be 
some reciprocity.’ ” 

It was on the basis of such a claim that 
this arrangement — workable, though 
utterly illogical—was arrived at by the 
shipowners and the dock companies. No 
alternative proposition of any kind what- 
ever was made in the House of Commons, 
nor by the Law Officers of the Crown in 
the Standing Committee ; and every alter- 
native proposition suggested when the Bill 
came back from the Standing Committee 
was thoroughly discussed, and, with one 
or two exceptions, rejected. What would 
the noble Lord have us do? We have 
got to find an agreement, and a basis for 
that agreement. It would be impossible 
to make the whole dock liable, because 
you would have to make the whole fleet 
of the shipowners liable in the alternative 
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case. The parties interested have en- 


deavoured to find a fair basis, and what | 


they have done is to substitute for the 


dock as the basis the largest ship that | 
The compensation | 


trades with that port. 
that will be paid will be exactly the same 
as if the damage had been committed by 
the largest ship in the dock. It may be 
said that that is a rough-and-ready 
estimate, but it has been arrived at by 
practical business men not fond of litiga- 
tion. For my part I think there is less 
likelihood — of litigation when men of 
common sense enter into a common 
sense agreement than 


many of the laws that are passed by | 


Parliament, even when they are drafted 
by the most learned lawyers. 
no difficulty whatever. 
that enters a dock is well known to every- 


CON 


Grafton, D. Balfour, L. 


Boyle, L. (2. Corland Orrery.) 
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there is in| 


There will be | 
The largest ship | 


[ Teller.] 
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body in the vicinity of the port, and if it 
is not known the information can very 
easily be obtained from the Customs 
or Board of Trade officers at the port. 
I was asked by my noble friend near 
me (Lord Avebury) whether the goods- 
owners had been consulted in this 
| matter. I do not know that chambers 
| of commerce have been consulted, but 
'the underwriters, who are really re- 
| sponsible for these goods and to whom 
|this point is of much greater import- 
| unce, have been, and agree as to the 


| advisability of passing this Bill. 


Accidents) Bill. 





On Question, “That Clause 2, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill,” their 
Lordships divided :—Contents, 27; Not- 
| Contents, 18. 
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Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee ; and to be printed as amended. 
[No. 183.] 

ACCI- 


RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF 


DENTS) BILL. 
[THIRD READING. } 


Moved, “That the Bill be row read the 
Third time.’ ”—( Lord J umes of Hereford.) | 


On Question agreed to, Bill read 3¢| 


accordingly. 


Moved, 
(Lord James of Hereford.) 


Waldeerave, E. 


“That the Bill do pass.”— | 


Alverstone, L. [Tedder] 
Calthorpe, L. 

Churchill, J 

—— L. 

James, L. 

P irbright, L. 


ibe, E. 


Montmorency, 


] 
Lorp DE RAMSEY: The Amend- 


ment standing in my name to Clause 10 
virtually explains itself. I understand 
| that the noble and learned Lord in charge | 
of the Bill does not disapprove of it, and 
‘I hope your Lordships will find it in your 
power to sanction it. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 10, Sub-section 1, page 3, line 30, 
to leave out ‘six’ and to insert ‘three.’”— 
(Lord de Ramsey.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
o 


| 

| Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
| wish to add another important sub-section 
| When the question of 
the Royal 


to Clause 13. 
these accidents was before 
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Commission their attention was called to 
the fact that there were certain railways 
in connection with factories and mines 
belonging to private owners which did 
not come under the Board of Trade or the 
Home Office. The Commission recom- 
mended that these lines should be brought 
in in some way, and my Amendment gives 
jurisdiction over them to the Home Office. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 13, page 4, line 41, to 
add as a new sub- section — ‘(3.) Where 
any line or siding is used in connection 
with a factory, workshop, or mine, and 
is neither part of the factory, workshop, or 
mine, nor a railway within the meaning of 
this Act, the oceupier of the factory, work- 
shop, or mine shall be under the same obliga- 
tion to give notice of accidents occurring on 
the line or siding to persons employed in 1 the 
factory, workshop, or mine as a railway com- 
pany in the case of accidents occurring ona 
railway ; but the notice shall be given to the 
Secretary of State, and the Secretary of State 
shall have the same powers and duties with 
respect to inquiries and investigations and the 
appointment of an assessor to “the coroner as 
the Board of Trade has in similar cases.’ 
(Lord James of Hereford.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, I beg 
to move an Amendment providing that 
new debentures or debenture stock issued 
may not be “in priority to” any existing 
debentures or debenture stock of the 
company. The Bill as it stands 
authorises the creation of a new charge 
in priority of the debentures which at 
present are by Statute a first charge 
on the companies concerned. The 
debenture - holders are not __ share- 
holders, but creditors. The majority of 
debenture stocks of our'great English rail- 
ways are stocks in which trustees are per- 
mitted to invest by Act of Parliament on 
the faith of their being, as they now are 
by law, a first charge upon the company, 
and it is now proposed for the first time 
to place another charge before them. I 
know it is argued that there is a pre- 
cedent in an Act passed in 1889, but I 
venture to think that that Act is rather 
an example to be avoided than a pre- 
cedent to be followed. It is not really a 
precedent. In that case the charge was 
created in the interest of the community 
as a whole ; here it is for the benefit of a 
class—no doubt a very meritorious class, 
and for a very proper object ; but. still 
in the interest of a class. The acceptance 
of the Amendment would be no real hind- 


Lord James of Hereford. 


{LORDS} 
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rance to the carrying out of the pro- 
visions of the Bill, because if any com- 
pany was unable to raise the money 
it would go into the hands of a 
receiver, who would then be able 
to rearrange the debt. I submit that to 
over-ride the present law and the rights 
of present debenture-holders and_ place 
new creditors in priority to those who 
have at present by Act of Parliament a 
first charge is a very dangerous precedent. 
It is true that this Amendment was 
rejected in the House of Commons, 
though brought forward by a Member of 
great weight and experience ; but it came 
on late at night, and from what I have 
heard since, I have no doubt that under 
other circumstances it would have received 
the general support of Members with 
commercial experience. Second deben- 
tures are, as everyone knows, an inferior 
security. Millions of money—a large 
proportion in trust—have been invested 
in railway debenture stock on the faith of 
“* | Parliamentary enactments that they area 
first charge upon the undertakings. But 
if this Bill passes in its present form the 
existing debenture stocks will cease to be 
a first charge; they will sink to the 
position of second debentures. It is to 
maintain them in their present position, 
to uphold the character which Parliament 
has itself conferred on them, that I move 
to omit these words. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 14, page 5, line 8, to leave out 
‘in priority to or,’ and to leave out ‘pari passu 
with,’ and to insert ‘after.’ ”—(Lord Avebury.) 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: I 
mentioned in the Standing Committee 
the course which I thought it was right 
to take on this matter. ‘The Government 
will not now adhere to the words ‘in 
priority to” for the reason that if we 
place all these debentures in priority to 
the other debentures we should place 
them in priority to the debentures of 
1889. Therefore we will not maintain 
that position, but we must maintain the 
position that the debentures may be 
issued pari passu with any existing deben- 
tures or debenture stock of the company. 
I hope my noble friend and your Lord- 
ships will accept, if I may call it so, this 
compromise. 

On Question, “That the words ‘in 


priority to or’ stand part of the clause,” 
resolved in the negative. 
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Lorp AVEBURY: After what the | Council after that gentleman refused to: 
noble and learned Lord has said, I with-| present himself for examination; and 
draw my Amendment to omit the words | whether the Local Government Board will 
part passu with.” bear the extra expense caused by this 
permission being given by the Board. I 
Amendment (by leave of the House) | should not trouble your Lordships with 


withdrawn. this question if I did not think it was one 
of great public importance. To explain 
Verbal Amendments agreed to. my position I must refer to the question 


which I put on 26th June last to the 
Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My | noble Earl who represents the Irish Office 
Lords, before the question is put “that | in this House.* On that occasion I asked 
the Bill do pass,” I should like to say that | my noble friend whether, before ratifying: 
when this question was before the Royal | the appointment, the Local Government 
Commission, it was stated, probably | Board had taken any steps to ascertain 
correctly, that many accidents which | the fitness of Mr. D. O’Connor Kelly, the 
occur to railway servants result from their | late secretary to the Mayo County 
own conduct—not necessarily from un- | Council, for that post, to which he was ap- 
meritorious conduct, but from excess of | pointed by the Council ; and if not whether 
zeal. This is not a matter that legislation | the expense caused by the condition of 
can deal with, as to punish railway | the accounts when Mr. Kelly resigned 
servants for desiring to fully perform their | the office will be borne by the Local 
duty is repugnant totheiremployers and to | Government Board or the ratepayers. 
public feeling. Therefore, nothing has | Owing, I have no doubt, to the omission 
been done in this Bill in reference to} on my part to put che question on the 
these accidents. It has been suggested, | Paper, although I had already given 
and I have done my best to see whether | private notice of it to the Irish Office, 
it can be carried into effect, that the best | which I thought was quite sufficient, the 
course would be to form a Conciliation | noble Ear! said he was unable to give me: 
Board, composed of three representatives | very much information. But he did give 
of the railway companies, three represen- | me this information. He said— 
tatives of the men, and one independent | «J ean only say that the appointment of the 
and impartial person, to formulate rules | late secretary was not ratified by the Local 


and to suggest methods by which these | Government Board ; on the contrary, the De- 
partment refused to ratify it because the late- 


accidents can be mitigated. Such a | secretary declined to present himself for 
Board would also be of great assistance | examination.” 

to the Board of Trade if they made sug- | 
gestions as to the best rules that could | 
be made for carrying out the provisions | 
of this measure and so preventing acci- | 
dents. I hope this suggestion will be | 
carried into effect. It will be a most 
valuable supplement to this Bill, and will 
be a great service to the railway servants 
of this country. 





I would draw your Lordships’ attention 
to the last words in that reply—namely, 
“the late secretary declined to present 
himself for examination.” It was dis- 
tinctly stated in the advertisement issued 
by the Local Government Board that no 
person was eligible to be appointed to the 
office of secretary of a county council in 
Ireland (1) unless he is over twenty-one: 
years of age at the date of his appoint- 
ment, and undertakes to devote his entire 
time to the duties of his office ; (2) and 
unless he (a) is an existing secretary of a 
county council, or has acted for a period 
of three years as a duly authorised 
THE SECRETARYSHIP OF THE MAYO | assistant to a secretary of a county 
COUNTY COUNCIL. council, and satisfies the Local Govern- 
THE Eart or ARRAN: My Lords, I | ment Board that he has efficiently dis- 
beg to ask Her Majesty’s Government charged the duties of his office ; or (5) 
whether they can state the reasons why shall have been examined and his qualifi- 
the Local Government Board permitted | tions certified by some person or per- 
Mr. Denis O’Connor Kelly to retain the * See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
office of secretary to the Mayo County | Series], Vol. Ixxxiv., page 1067. 


On Question, “ That the Bill do pass,” 


agreed to. 


Bill passed, and returned to the Com- 
mons. 
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sons appointed for that purpose by the 
Local Government Board. The adver- 
tisement stated that the Local Govern- 
ment Board might, if they saw fit, dis- 
pense with the examination in the case of 
acandidate who could produce a certificate 
ot having passed a public examination 
at least equivalent’ in the opinion 
of the Board to that which the 
Board required to be passed by secretaries 
ot county councils, or could stow that he 
possessed actuarial, legal, or other special 
qualifications for the office. Mr. D. 
O'Connor Kelly had not been secretary 
to any other county council, he had not 
acted as an assistant toa si cretary to a 
county council, and he had not passed any 
examination ; but notwithstanding this 
the Mayo County Council, in the exercise 
of their discretion, or their indiscretion, 
whichever you like to call it, appointed 
him to the office, and it then remained 
for the Local Government Board to call 
upon him to pass the examination. 
Although he refused to present himself 
for examination the Local Government 
Board allowed him to retain the position, 
and he acted as secretary to the county 
council for a period of more than six 
months. At the end of that time the 
condition of things was such that the 
Local Government Board addressed a 
letter to the county council, in which they 
stated that— 

“The affairs of the Council have been 

allowed to lapse into # condition of almost 
hopeless confusion, and it will involve an ex- 
penditure of much time and labour to rectify 
the mistakes and supply the omissions of 
the past ten months.” 
[ will quote to your Lordships a short 
extract from a letter which appeared in 
The Times on the subject on 16th 
February last, and which shows the con- 
dition into which things had been allowed 
to get. It is as folloyv s— 

** The secretary has neglected his business 
shamefully, no attempt has been made to keep 
the office accounts, the counter ledger has not 
been posted since the end of last September, 
ard the first half-vear’s rate, which was agreed 
on by the Council on 19th May last, was 
not put in course of collection till Oetober. 
No records exist in the office so show the total 
amounts collected on the several accounts for 
which the various collectors are responsible. 
The secreiary of the council, whom the Board’s 
letter describes as quite incompetent, and who 
has now resigned, is a brother of Mr. O'Connor 
Kelly, the chairman of the council.” 

Now comes the question on which I desire 
information. It want to know why the 
Local Government Board allowed Mr. 


The Earl of Arrun. 


{LORDS} 
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D. O'Connor Kelly to hold oftice after he 
had refused to submit himself to an 
examination, and whether the £1,000 
which had to be spent in putting the 
hooks and accounts in a proper condition 
will be borne by the ratepayers or the 
Local Government Board ? [ wish at once 
to say that I desire to throw no reflection 
whatever on the integrity of Mr. D, 
O'Connor Kelly : it is purely a matter of 
incompetence. If the Local Government 
Board, when he refused to submit himself 
for examination, had insisted upon his 
resigning at once, this state of things 
could not possibly have happened. There- 
fore, it seems to me that the expense in- 
curred was entirely due to the looseness 
with which the Local Government Board 
conducted their business. Under these 
circumstances it is extremely hard that 
the ratepayers should be made liable for 
this large expense. 


the Mayo County Council. 
és y 


THE Fart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
[ am able to give the noble Ear! a rather 
fuller answer than I was able to give him 
when he asked this question on the last 
occasion. The Local Government Board 
for Ireland report that it is not 
the case that they permitted Mr. 
Db. O'Connor Kelly to retain  oftice 
after he refused to present himself for 
examination. On the contrary, they re- 
quested the county council to proceed at 
once to a fresh election. As no permis- 
sion was given by the Board, as alleged, 
there was no expense caused by the sup- 
It appears that during 


posed permission. 
nomination 


the interval between his 
by the county council and his being 
called upon by the Local Government 
Board to undergo the necesssary exami- 
nation, he was temporarily employed by 
the council to dispose of arrears of work 
left hy his predecessor in office. The Local 
Government Board sent down two clerks 
in connection with these arrears. The 
other clerks appointed by the 
county council, and the expense in con- 
nection with the employment of those 
clerks will be borne by the ratepayers. 
The Local Government Board did not 
at any time ratify or sanction the 
appointment of Mr. D. O'Connor Kelly. 
On his being nominated by the county 
council the Board called upon him to 
undergo an examination, allowing him 
the usual six weeks to prepare for it. No 
extra expense was caused by this allow- 
ance of time. On the contrary, it was 


were 
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productive of some saving to the rate- 
payers, as the county surveyor, who 
acted as secretary during the interval, 
received an allowance of £3 3s. per week, 
whereas the secretary’s salary would have 
heen double. Mr. D. O’Connor Kelly 
refused to submit to an examination, and 
the Local Government Board directed the 
council to take steps to fill the vacancy. 


THe Kart oF ARRAN: I cannot help 
expressing the opinion that ten months is 
along time to elapse between the elec- 
tion of Mr. D. O'Connor Kelly and the 
time at which he was compelled to resign. 


THe Eart or DENBIGH: The people 
primarily to blame for the condition of 
affairs that existed, and the expense 
involved, are the Mayo County Council, 
who ought not to have appointed an 
incompetent person. 


THe Earn or ARRAN: Bat their 
appointment was only subject to the 
ratification of the Local Government 
Board. 

VETERINARY SURGEONS 

MENT) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. } 

Order of the Day for the Second Read- 

ing read, 


(AMEND- 


*Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, a 
good deal has been done in recent years 
to improve the status and morale of the 
veterinary profession, and this Bill is in- 
tended to be a step in that direction. At 
thismoment therearetwocorporations who 
grant diplomas to veterinary surgeons— 
the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons 
and the Highland Agricultural Society. 
The former has considerable disciplinary 
powers by which, in case of gross mis- 


conduct, they can withdraw their 
diploma from a veterinary surgeon. The 


Highland Agricultural Society do not 
possess such powers, and consequently, no 
matter how badly a man holding their 
diploma may behave, they cannot have it 
withdrawn. I will give your Lordships 
a single instance of what has taken place. 
A veterinary surgeon holding the High- 
land Agricultural Society’s diploma in- 
sured a fictitious horse under a fictitious 
name, and then, in his own name, certi- 
fied as to the soundness of the horse and 
afterwards certified as to its death. 
Then, in the fictitious name, he applied 
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for the insurance money and got it. 
The insurance company, however, 
found him out, prosecuted him, and 
he was sentenced to three months im- 
prisonment without the option of a fine. 
Notwithstanding this he is practising at 
this moment with the diploma of the 
Highland Agricultural Society. The 
object of this Bill is to give the latter 
society power to withdraw diplomas in 
such cases. The powers are carefully 
guarded, and the Bill has passed through 
the other House of Parliament. 
Moved, “That the Bill be read a 
second time.” —(Lord Tweed mouth.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
The noble Lord has described the object 
of this Bill. It will effect its purpose, and 
[ hope the House will give it a Second 
Reading. 


On Question agreed to, Bill 1ead 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
inittee of the whole House on Monday 
next. 


NEW BILLS. 


COUNTY AND BOROUGH FRANCHISE 
ASSIMILATION (LONDON) BILL. 
3rought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 

to be printed; and to be read 2” on 

Tuesday next (Zhe Lord Farquhar). (No. 

184.) 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and to be printed. (No. 185.) 
House adjourned at Six of the 
clock, to Monday next, 
Eleven of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 13th July, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
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case of the following Bills, originating | 
in the Lords, and referred on the First | 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not | 
previously inquired into, and which are | 
applicable thereto, have been complied | 
with, viz. :— | 


Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway | 
Bill [Lords]. | 
Costa Rica Raiiway Company, Limited, | 
Bill { Lords}. 
Roe’s Patent Bill [Lords]. 
_ Ordered,:That the Bills be read a second 
time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND. 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the | 
case of the following Bill, referred on the | 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :— 

Edinburgh (Housing of the Working 
Classes) Improvement Scheme Pro- 
visional Order Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 

time upon Monday next. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, referred on the 

First Reading thereof, no Standing 

Orders are applicable, viz. :— 

Paisley Waterworks Provisional Order | 
Bill. 


_ Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
LONDON AND SAINT KATHERINE 

DOCKS AND EAST AND 

INDIA DOCK COMPANIES BILL. 


ST. ALBANS WATER BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and | 


agreed to. 
DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


{COMMONS} 


WEST | 
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ASTON MANOR TRAMWAYS BILL 
[Lords]. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


GWYRFAI DISTRICT COUNCIL WATER 
BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL. 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [Lords]. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 8) BLLL [Lords]. 

Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 

LONDON (ST. MARYLEBONE) PRO- 

VISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 

GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time upon Monday next. 

WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 

BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without amendment; Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time upon 


Monday next. 


OVERHEAD RAILWAY 


BILL [Lords]. 
GLASGOW BUILDING REGULATIONS. 
BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 

Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the 
Committee on Group 8 of Railway Bills, 
That Mr. Samuel Woods, one of the 
Members of the said Committee, was not 
present during the sitting of the Com- 
mittee this day. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


LIVERPOOL 


| MARGATE CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
MIDLAND GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY 
OF IRELAND BILL [Lords]. 
Reported from the Joint Committee on 
Railways (Ireland) Amalgamation Bills, 
' with Amendments. 


_ be printed. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to- 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to the Welling- 
porough and District Tramroads_ Bill, 


Returns, 


and the Nottingham Corporation Bill, with 


Amendments. 


That they have agreed to the Amend- 
ments to Amendments to the Great 
Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill, without 
amendment. 

That they have passed a Bull intituled, 
“An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 


under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating | 


to Batley Corporation Tramways, Cam- 
borne and Redruth Tramway, East Ham 
Urban District Council Tramways, Hull 
Corporation Tramways, Middleton Cor- 
poration Tramways, Portobello and Mus- 
selburgh Tramways, and Southampton 
Corporation Tramways.” Tramways 


Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [Lords.] 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the mayor, aldermen, and bur- 
gesses of the borough of Bournemouth to 


acquire certain lands within the parishes | 


of Bournemouth and Holdenhurst and 


Pokesdown, and to appropriate, regulate, | 
and manage the same as open spaces ; to | 


confirm an agreement relating thereto ; 
and for other purposes.” . Bournemouth 
Corporation Bill {Lords}. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; Referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
[ Bill 294.] 


BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL | 


{Lords}. 

Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 

PETITIONS. 


EAST INDIA (CONTAGIOUS DISEASES). 

Petitions for alteration of law, from 
Gurdaspur ; Gujranwala; Pollachi ; 
Kachwa; Cuttack; Toringoo; Sukkur 
(two); Agra; and Neemeech; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions against, from Lochmaben ; 


Partick ; Leith ; and Annan; to lie upon 
the Table. 


{13 JuLty 1900} 
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ELEMENTARY EDUCATION BILL. 


Petition of the School Board for 
London, for alteration; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Teports, de. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Sheffield ; 
West Ward ; and Liverpool ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SMALLER DWELLINGS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 
Petition from Partick, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 


aL. 
Petitions in favour, from Sheffield ; and 
Liverpool ; to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


|'FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(PARTICULARS OF PIECE WORK 
WAGES) (PEN-MAKING). 

| Copy presented, of Order of the Secre- 
tary of State, dated 12th July, 1900, 
| applying, with modifications, the provi- 
| sions of Section 40 of the Factory and 
| Workshop Act, 1895, to Factories and 
| Workshops in which is carried on the 
making of Pens [by Act]; tolie upon the 
| Table. 


| 

| ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS 

| (IRELAND). 

| Return presented, relative thereto 
‘fordered 25th June; Mr. Wiliam 


| Johnston] ; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 271.] 


TRADE MARKS (FOREIGN COUNTRIES) 
(COMMERCIAL, No. 2, 1900). 

Copy presented, of Reports from Her 
Majesty’s Representatives Abroad on 
Trade Marks Laws and Regulations. 
Part I. !by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 
Copy presented, of Report by the Board 
of Trade respecting the London, Waltham- 
stow, and Epping Forest Railway (Aban- 
donment) Bill and the objects thereof 
[pursuant to Standing Order 158]; re- 

ferred to the Committee on the Bill. 
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PUBLIC WORKS LOANS BILL. 


Copy ordered, “of Statement of Par- 
ticulars of Loans of which the belances 
outstanding are proposed to be written 
off (in whole or in part) from the Assets 
of the Local Loans Fund.”—(Jr. 
Hanbury.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie | 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


272. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


(No. 4) BILL. 


Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- 
ing the nature of the Proposals contained 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) 


Bill.” —( Mr. Ritchie.) 
QUESTIONS. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN 
COMMAND OF THE ALLIED FORCES. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether it is proposed to 
put the allied forces at Tientsin under the 
command of a Japanese general officer ; 
and who is in command of the allied 
forces at present, and who is it proposed 
to put in command when the advance on 
Peking commences. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN 
(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : I 
am unable to make any statement on 
this subject at present. 


Mr. DILLON: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman refuse to inform the House of 
Commons whether there is any Com- 
mander-in-Chief at the present moment 
in command of the allied forces at 
Tientsin ? 


[No answer was given. | 


Mr. DILLON: The House of Commons 
is being treated as it deserves. 


COMMUNICATIONS WITH THE 
CHINESE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the| 


Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 


Affairs whether a telegraphic despatch 
from the Government of China has been 


{COMMONS} 


A FFA I I Us | 


(Questions. 


communicated within the last few days 
by the Chinese Ambassador to Her 
Majesty’s Government ; whether in that 
| despatch the Chinese Government dis- 
/owns all responsibility for the proceed- 
ings of the Boxers, and attributes a large 
share of the disasters which have occurred 
to the attack by the allied Admirals on 
|the Ta-ku forts; and whether this de- 


| spatch will be laid immediately upon the 
|Table of the House. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: A despatch pur- 
porting to proceed from the Emperor of 
China was received yesterday. I am not 
at present able to say whether it will be 
possible to include it in the Papers to he 
presented to Parliament. 


Mr. DILLON: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman refuse to inform the House of 
Commons whether a despatch from the 
| Chinese Government has been received 
| by Her Majesty’s Government ! 


OUTBREAK— | 


[No answer was given. | 


Mr. DILLON: I 


question on Monday. 


shall 


repeat the 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Can the right. hon. Gentleman say 
whether the despatch has come through 
the usual official channels ? 

[No answer was given. | 


RECENT NEWS—THE SITUATION AT 
PEKING. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether he is obliged to 
confirm the terrible news we have received 
from China ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir ; we have 
no confirmation of the news. The tele- 
graph is not working between Shanghai 
and Cheefoo. We are unable, therefore, 
to obtain any information at present. The 
land telegraph lines have been cut, and 
we are unable to hold any communication 
with our own naval officers at present. 

THE CAPTURE OF 

FORTS. 
Mr. DILLON: In the vain hope of 
getting information I beg to ask the 

Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is now in a position to 
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1453 (Questions. 


state to the House the grounds on which 
the allied Admirals justify their attack on 
the Ta-ku forts. 


{13 JuLty 1900} 


Questions. 
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been withheld from the public, despite 
repeated requests for its disclosure, when 


| the names of officers, including the name 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The forts opened | 
fire on the allied forces, but the operations | 
of the Chinese in reinforcing Ta-ku, | 


attacking Tong-ku, opposite ‘Ta-ku, and | 


mining the mouth of the Peiho would 
have made it necessary in any case to 
seize the forts before the relief of Tientsin 
could be attempted. Admiral Bruce 
stated that the capture of the forts had 
been effected only just in time. It was 


imperatively necessary to maintain com- | 


munications with Tientsin and Admiral 
Seymour’s force. 


Mr. DILLON: Is it not the fact that 
the forts opened fire only after notice 
had been served on them that the allied 
forces would take possession in the course 
of a few hours ? 


[No answer was given. | 


EXPORTS OF WAR MATERIAL 


CHINA. 

Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if the expor- 
tation of arms to the Chinese by private 
firms has been stopped ; and, if so, since 
what date. 


TO 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No general pro- 
hibition prohibiting the export of arms to 
China has been issued, but steps are being 
taken to watch the destination of any 
munitions of war sent to that country. 


Mr. DILLON: Then are we to under- 
stand that, in view of the position now 
prevailing, it is the case that British firms 
are at liberty to supply munitions of war 
to the Chinese ? 


[No reply was given. | 


Mr. 


out rage. 


DILLON : It is a 


monstrous 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—KOORN 
SPRUIT DISASTER. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): [beg to ask the First Lord of the 
‘Treasury if he can state on what grounds 
has the name of the officer responsible for 
the capture of the convoy and British 
guns at Koorn Spruit on 3lst March 


of Sir Redvers Buller, who have been 
responsible for other mishaps to British 
troops, have been freely communicated. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
K.): I have nothing to add to the answer 
which I have already given to the hon. 
Gentleman on this subject. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Then I will 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
there is any distinction 





*\MIr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has stated that he 
has nothing to add. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): May 
[ ask whether it has occurred to the right 
hon. Gentleman that at least 100,000 
men must be in possession of the infor- 
mation which is refused to the House of 
Commons ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should 
imagine that no one in South Africa is in 
possession of the information except the 
Commander-in-Chief and his immediate 
staff. 


LINDLEY DISASTER—DESPATCHES. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether the despatches with refer- 
ence to the disaster to the Imperial Yeo- 
manry at Lindley have yet reached the 
War Office, or, if they have not arrived, 
at about what date may they be expected. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpuHam, 
Dover): I am not prepared to answer 
questions as to the arrival or non-arrival 
of particular despatches. Except for 
telegraphic news, we have received no 
information as to any recent operations 
in South Africa. 


Mr. SWiFT MacNEILL : 
a recent operation, about 
despatch has been received ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Gentle- 
man is endeavouring to elicit an answer 
which I have said I am not prepared to 


give. I am net prepared to discuss the 


Is Lindley 
which no 
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‘arrival or non-arrival of despatches on 
‘particular operations. 


Questions, 


DELAY IN NOTIFICATION OF 
SOLDIER’S DEATH. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if he can explain why the death of 
Private C. Barker, who died from enteric 
fever at Kloof Camp on 15th January, 
was not announced till 10th July, six 
months after his decease. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The information 
‘was furnished in a telegram from Cape 
‘Town dated the 9th instant. A telegram 
has been despatched to Cape Town ques- 
tioning the accuracy of the date of death. 


RELEASE OF BRITISH PRISONERS. 


GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) : I 
‘beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he has any information 
‘to the effect that the 800 British prisoners 
of Yeomanry and Sherwood Foresters 
‘recently sent across the Natal Frontier 
were in a starving condition, and had 
been obliged to replace their own clothes 
by the cast-off garments of the Boers ; 
.and, if so, whether the Government have 


{COMMONS} 
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known to have been employed, but no 
returns of their numbers or denomina- 


_ tions have been sent to the War Office. 


RETIRED ARMY MEDICAL OFFICERS 
RECALLED TO ACTIVE SERVICE. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 

ask the Under Secretary of State for War 


‘if he can state what is the number of the 


retired army medical officers who are 
liable to be recalled to service since the 


, outbreak of hostilities in the Transvaal, 


| 


and how many are now with the Field 
Forces in South Africa, or in hospitals at 
the bases. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There are ninety- 
eight retired Army medical officers liable 
to recall. Of these eighteen are holding 
permanent appointments reserved for 
officers on retired pay. The services of 


| twenty-five others who volunteered to 


now in store in Natal ample supplies of | 


warm and other clothing sufficiently to 
equip these returned prisoners. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM:: We have no infor- 
mation beyond what has been stated in 
‘the press. There are ample stores in 
Natal to reclothe these men. 


CHAPLAINS WITH THE TROOPS. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxiord University) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he will lay upon the 
Table a statement of the number of chap- 
lains attached to the forces in South 
Africa, specifying the religious denomina- 
‘tions to which such chaplains belong. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: 
has sent to South Africa, or given direct 
authority for employing, forty-nine Church 
of England chaplains, nine Church of 
Scotland and other Presbyterians, twenty- 
two Roman Catholics, and five Wesleyans. 
These are net figures, not including those 
who have died or been invalided. Be- 
sides these, the Commander-in-Chief in 
South Africa has had a free hand to 
employ colonial clergy, and large numbers 
of all denominations mentioned are 


return to the service have been accepted, 
and they have been employed at home 
and abroad. None have been recalled by 
compulsion. Four officers are employed 
in South Africa and on hospital ships. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Out of 
ninety-eight officers on the retired list, 
only four are employed in South Africa ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Yes, Sir; but 


‘twenty-five others are employed else- 


where. The eighteen who are holding 


/permanent appointments are oflicers of 


high rank, and it is thought better to 
employ in South Africa young civilian 
doctors who have more recent experience 


| of hospital work. 


MILITIA OFFICERS AND LINE 
COMMISSIONS. 
Mr, SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
if he will explain why subaltern officers 


_of Militia regiments, now attached to 


The War Office , 


Line battalions in South Africa, perform- 
ing the same duties as the regimental 
otticers, and subject to the same risks of 
death or wounds in the field, or disease, 
are not, when occasions arise, given com- 
missions in the Line, while captains and 
subalterns from Volunteer regiments, who 
have seen no service, are appointed to 
the vacant places; whether the War 
Office is averse to giving a commission to 
a man under twenty-one years of age ; 
whether colonels in command have been 
privately cautioned not to recommend for 





14: 


cor 
tw 
me 
she 
ing 
fer 
the 
bat 


*) 
offi 
ask 
for 
the 
thir 
mal 
bat 
rect 
Can 
belc 
sup 
Col! 
selv 
wou 
shit 
Mil 
com 
irre 


EX 
\ 
Sec! 
gray 
pro 
mus 
it h: 
tion: 
now 
whic 
War 
stati 
tion: 
num 


*M 
appe 
mori 
catio 
cand 
15th 


M. 
I beg 
sury 
have 
per \ 
ance 
over! 

VC 


ld 


ice 


e 5 
en 
for 





1457 


commissions men under the age of 
twenty-one ; and can he say why young 
men who have served in the campaign 
should be debarred, if otherwise deserv- 
ing, on the ground of their youth, of pre- 
ferment, having regard to the fact that 
they have been in charge of troops on the 
battlefield. 


Questions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : The commanding 
officer of every Militia battalion has been 
asked to recommend two of his officers 
for commissions in the Line, provided 
they are between the ages of twenty and 
thirty and unmarried ;~ and_ in 
many cases officers attached to Line 
battalions in South Africa have been 
recommended and given commissions. 
Candidates for direct commissions, if taken 
below the age of twenty, would unfairly 
supersede the cadets at the Royal Military 
College and candidates who present them- 
selves for the Militia examination. They 
would also be less fitted to stand hard- 
ships in the field than older men. Any 
Militia officer may be given a Line 
commission for distinguished _ service, 
irrespective of age. 


EXAMINATION FOR COMMISSIONS. 


Major RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether para- 
graph 6, Regulations for Commissions, 
provides that applications for competition 
must be forwarded by 15th July ; whether 
it has been stated that certain modifica- 
tions will be made; and whether, as it is 
now within three days of the date on 
which applications can be received, the 
War Office will consider the propriety of 
stating the precise nature of the altera- 
tions, the date of examination, and the 
number of commissions offered. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The notice will 
appear in the newspapers to-morrow 
morning. The period for making appli- 
cations is extended to August 15th for 
candidates at home, and to September 
15th for candidates abroad. 


PATRIOTIC FUOND—WIDOWS’ 
ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8. W.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether the Patriotic Commissioners 
have increased the grants given by them 
per week to widows not receiving assist- | 
ance from what the Commissioners call 
overlapping funds, to an amount equal to 


VOL, LXXXV, [Fourtu SERIEs.] 
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' that to which they have reduced the total 
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allowance from all sources paid to widows 
receiving such assistance; and, if not, 
what steps (if any) the Government pro- 
pose taking to prevent the Patriotic Com- 
missioners from adding to their already 
large accumulations by this reduction of 


'grants now given to widows receiving 


assistance from so-called overlapping 
funds. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: 


I understand 


| from the Patriotic Commissioners that no 


arrangements which they have made will 
lead to the accumulations of the funds 
which the hon. Gentleman fears. 


AIRDRIE VOLUNTEERS—DISBAND- 
MENT. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the General command- 
ing the forces in Scotland reported ad- 
versely as to the reinstatement of the 
disbanded Airdrie Volunteers. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
received an intimation in May that 
General Turner, the Inspector General of 
Auxiliary Forces, would be happy to dis- 
cuss this question with him if he would 
call. I submit that that is the best course 
for him to follow. In reply to a further 
question by Mr. Wilson, Mr. Wyndham 
said the last official report was dated two 
years since. The hon. Member had 
better discuss the matter with the proper 
military authorities. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON: Will you show 
me the Report ? 

AIS 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I will consider 

that, but the hon. Member had far better 

pursue the proper course in the matter, 

and consult the Inspector General, of 
Auxiliary Forces. 


PRISON OFFICIALS VOLUNTEERS— 

CAMP LEAVE. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War whether any arrange- 
ments have been made by which warders 
and assistant warders in Her Majesty’s 
prisons who are volunteers will be granted 
special leave to attend camp; and if so, 
whether he will state what the arrange- 
ments are. 


3K 
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*Tue SECRETARY OF STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuirte Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
No special arrangements have been mace, 
but applications are dealt with as receiv ed 
under the Treasury Circular of the 10th 
of May, and every facility is given con- 
sistently with the needs of the service. 


(Questions. 


UNDER AGE RECRUITS—CASE OF 
MICHAEL FARRELL. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Seeretary of 
State for War whether he will inquire if 
Michael Farrell, of Scariff, when under 
age, recently enlisted in the 2nd Battalion 
Royal Irish Fusiliers, now serving in 
England, and that his discharge has been 
claimed by his father ; and whether he 
will order his discharge. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The widowed 
mother of this soldier has asked for his 
discharge, and has asserted that the 
written consent to his enlistment which 
stands under her name was not really 
given by her. The facts are being inves- 
tigated, and if Mrs. Farrell’s assertions are 
correct her request will be granted. 


OFFICERS AND 
POSITION OF M.P’S AND 
DATES IN THE MILITIA. 
Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 

Under Secretary of State for War if the 
@ueen’s regulation forbidding officers on 
full pay attending political meetings 
applies to Militia officers who are Mem- 
bers of Parliament or candidates ; and, if 
so, if the regulation would be temporarily 
suspended in case of a General Election, 
or would candidates be seconded. 


POLITICS— 
CANDI- 


MILITIA 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Queen’s Regu- 

lations apply to officers of embodied 
Militia ; the question of providing for the 
‘ase of Members of Parliament and 
Parliamentary candidates will be con- 
sidered. 


RESERVE REGIMENTS— 

OFFICERS. 

Mr. WARNER: [ beg to ask the | 
Under Secretary of State for War how 
far the War Department has been success- 
ful in providing officers for the Royal | 
Reserve battalions and cavalry regiments, | 
and what is now the average number of 
officers per 1,000 men in the Royal 
Reserves. 


ROYAL 


{COMMONS} 


(Clare, | 
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| *Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
officers is still insufficient. The propor- 
tion at present is twenty-four per thousand 
men in the cavalry and fourteen in the 
infantry. 


tS AND ACTIVE SERVICE 


VOLUNTEE 
: GOVERNMENT  PRO- 


ERS 

—THE NEW 

POSALS. 

Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if the 
draft order issued by the War Office 
early this week, inviting Volunteers to 
undertake the liability of being called out 
for actual military service or service 
abroad, can be carried out before the Bill 
to amend the Volunteer Act now down 
for Second Reading has been passed and 
received the Royal Assent; and if the 
action of the War Office in issuing this 
order is sanctioned by the Secretary of 
State for War. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; the 
Paper referred to was laid in order to 
give hon. Members an opportunity of 
judging the scope of the “Government 
proposals before they come up for dis- 
cussion. 


3RD BATTALION GORDON HIGH- 

LANDERS—RECENT INSPECTION. 
Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk): I 
beg to ask the Under of State 
for War if he is aware that, at the recent 
inspection of the 3rd Battalion Gordon 
Highlanders at Edinburgh by the General 
commanding the forces in Scotland, two 
hours were spent in endeavouring to get 


Secretary 


their toes into line and their thumbs 
straight ; and if, after our experience in 
South Africa, he will direct that less 


time be given to such details, and more 
to such essential training as fire discipline, 
taking cover, and other exercises, 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Nothing is known 
of the alleged incident, and the Secretary 
of State tor War does not propose to 
interfere with the discretion of the 
| General Officer commanding the Scottish 
| District. 


NTEER COMMANDING OFFICERS 
AND ARMY CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): To ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War what action it is intended 
to take in view of the direct encourage- 
| ment to fraud embodied in the openly ex- 
| pressed intention of certain officers com- 


VOLU 
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manding regiments of reserve forces to 
expend public funds upon purchases from 


(Questions, 


{13 Juty 1900} 


persons whose names have been officially ' 


notified as having been struck off the 
War Office list for supplying defective 
goods for the use of Her Majesty’s troops. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In cases where 
there has clearly been fraud or serious 
misconduct on the part of the contractors, 
the Secretary of State is prepared to order 
the commanding officers of Volunteer 
corps to cease dealing with persons whose 
names have been struck off the War Cffice 
list. He hopes, however, that, without any 
instruction on his part, Volunteer com- 
manding officers will avoid dealing with 
all such persons. 


Isr VOLUNTEER BATTALION 
WELSH FUSILIERS. 
Mr. HOWELL (Denbigh Boroughs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that the 1st 
Volunteer Battalion Royal Welsh Fusi- 
liers, which is going into camp on Satur- 
day next 1,070 men strong, is only in 
possession of 670 rifles; and whether he 
can state when the battalion will receive 
its proper number of rifles. 


ROYAL 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The 369 rifles de- 

manded will be issued as soon as possible, 
but the demand for 276 of these was only 
received at Weedon on the 9th instant. 
An explanation will be called for from 
the Volunteer battalion. 


WELSH FUSILIERS VOLUNTEER BAT- 
TALION OFFICERS AND THE 
‘* FLASH.” 

Mr. HOWELL: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
officers of the Volunteer battalions of the 
Royal Welsh Fusiliers are entitled to 
wear the “flash,” which is part of the 
uniform of the Regular and Militia 
battalions of this regiment. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Permission to 
officers of the Volunteer battalions Royal 
Welsh Fusiliers to wear the “flash” was 
granted on the 7th instant, and has been 
duly notified to the district. 


MILITARY LANDS IN COUNTY DOWN. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware 
that the Belfast Water Commissioners 


| there is 


, been called to 
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object to the War Office taking up for 
military purposes that portion of the 
Mourne District, in county Down, which 
forms the catchment area of the Belfast 
waterworks, upon which about a million 
pounds have been expended in the interest 
of the health of the citizens of Belfast ; 
and will the War Office scheme be _per- 
sisted in, in the face of this complaint, 
while plenty of ground is available in 
other districts where no such objection 
exists. 


Questions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not believed 
that the use of the land authorised by 
the Bill could affect injuriously the 
Belfast water supply. Every endeavour 
will, however, be made to meet the wishes 
of the Commissioners. 


SUGAR BOUNTIES ABOLITION—NE- 
GOTIATIONS WITH FOREIGN GOV- 
ERNMENTS. 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 


there are any negotiations proceeding 
with reference to the abolition of the 


sugar bounties, either on the part of Her 
Majesty’s Government with foreign 
Powers or among such Powers them- 
selves. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No negotiations on 
the subject are now proceeding on the 
part of Her Majesty’s Government, but 
reason to believe that certain 
communications have recently passed be- 
tween some foreign Governments relative 
to the abolition of sugar bounties. Her 
Majesty’s Government have not yet learnt 
whether those communications are likely 
to lead to any practical result. 


PALMISTS AND FORTUNE. TELLERS 
IN WEST LONDON. 
GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
the advertisements of 
palmists, fortune tellers, and other necro- 


/mancers who now plv their trade in 


the West End of London; and whether, 
seeing that poor gipsies who practise the 
same calling are prosecuted and punished 
for obtaining money by false pretences, 
the Public Prosecutor intends to take a 
similar action against these fashionable 
soothsayers. 


sak Z 
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Mr. MORE (Shropshire, Ludlow): I 
should like to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man, before that question is answered, 
whether he is aware that in a case tried 
before Mr. Fenwick at Bow Street it was 
stated that there were twenty letters pro- 
duced from ladies who said that they 
had consulted these parties against the 
wishes of their husbands, and that—-— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, Order ! 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: In my view 
the important question to consider in 
determining whether or not it is desirable 
to prosecute such persons under the 
Vagrant Act, is whether or not the prac- 
tice is followed with a view to fraud or 
other unlawful purpose. Acting on this 
principle the police have recently prose- 
cuted to conviction a well-known West 
ind palmist, and the conviction has just 
been upheld on appeal. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is it a fact, 
may I ask, that these parties were visited 
by bishops ? 


*Sin M. WHITE RIDLEY: All the 
more reason why they should be prose- 
cuted. 


PAY OF THE METROPOLITAN POLICE. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that the Corporation of the City of 
London have recently instructed the 
Police Committee to consider and report 
as to the advisability of increasing the 
pay of the City Police Force; and 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of increasing the pay of the Metropolitan 
Police Force. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : The answer 


is in the negative. 


ADVISORY COM- 
WORKS, 


BOARD OF TRADE 
MITTEE ON LIGHTHOUSE 
ETC. 

Mr. NICOL (Argyllshire) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he will print and publish the 
Report presented to him by the Advisory 
Committee on new Lighthouse Works, 
ete, after their meeting with the 
representatives of the three Lighthouse 
Boards at the Board of Trade. 


{COMMONS} 
THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD or 
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TRADE (Mr. Ritcutr, Croydon): No, 
Sir. I do not propose to publish the 
letter referred to by my hon. friend. The 
negotiations with the Advisory Committee 
are far more likely to have the useful 
effect which I hope will result from them 
if the communications are treated as 


confidential. 


LIGHTHOUSE COMMUNICATION— 
WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY. 

*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): [ 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether experiments in wireless 
telegraphy conducted with an apparatus 
on the East Goodwin light-vessel were 
successful, and whether the apparatus has 
since been removed and nothing further 
done. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I understand that the 
experiment of establishing electrical com- 
munication with the East Goodwin light 
vessel was regarded as successful. The 
experiment having been completed the 
apparatus was removed, and the whole 
question of electrical communication with 
light stations has, as I stated in my reply 
to a question addressed to me on the 10th 
instant by the hon. Member for Cam- 
bridge, been referred to an Inter-depart- 
mental Committee. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade what is 
the distance of the Borkum light-vessel 
from the receiving office in Germany, and 
what was the distance of the East Good- 
win light-vessel from the receiving office 
in England; and whether, seeing that 
wireless telegraphic communication is now 
conducted between the Borkum_ light- 
vessel and the German shore, while no 
such communication exists between the: 
East Goodwin light-vessel and the 
English shore, he will explain why 
arrangements for communication between 
a lightship and the shore can be made in 
(yermany and not made in England. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I am not aware of the 
name of the receiving office in Germany 
with which the Borkum light-vessel is 
in communication, and I am, therefore, 
unable to state the distance between the: 
office and the vessel. The distance be- 
tween the East Goodwin light-vessel and 
the receiving office in England was about 
ten miles. The mere practicability of 
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establishing communication is, as my hon. 
friend will understand, not the only 
question to be considered. 
questions of patent rights are involved, 
and the question how to deal with those 
rights needs careful handling. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman taking steps to 
expedite the settlement ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I have communicated 
to the Inter-departmental Committee ex- 
pressing the hope that they may speedily 
make their Report. 


*Sirn J. COLOMB: Who are the mem- 
bers of the Committee ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I cannot remember 
the names, but the Post Office, the Trea- 
sury, the Admiralty, and the Board of 
Trade are all represented. 


OPHTHALMIC CASES IN METRO- 
POLITAN POOR LAW SCHOOLS. 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he can state the number of 
ophthalmic cases in the metropolitan poor- 
law schools, infirmaries, and workhouses, 
including those under the Metropolitan 
Asylums Board, on Ist July of this year. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELi, Tyrone, 8.): I cannot give the 


information asked for as regards the 
Ist July, nor have the Local Government 
Board any recent Return as to the number 
of cases in workhouses and _ infirmaries. 
1 may, however, state that on the 16th 
June last the number of these cases in 
metropolitan poor-law schools and under 
the managers of the Metropolitan Asylum 
District appears to have been 304. 


Mr. FLOWER: Is it not the fact that 
the Returns are made twice yearly—in 
July and December 4 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Not for work- 
houses. 


SUTTON SCHOOLS—PROVISION FOR 


POOR LAW CHILDREN. 
Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 


Board if he can state what proposals of 
¢ boards of guardians for disposing of the 
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‘children on the dissolution of the Sutton 


Very difficult | 
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Schools he has sanctioned, and is willing 
to sanction. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The Camber- 
well guardians are proposing to provide 
for the children belonging to their parish 
by the provision of scattered homes. The 
Local Government Board have approved of 
the hiring of twenty-two houses by them for 
this purpose, and of the purchase of a site 
for central headquarters. The Board have 


‘authorised the guardians of the four 


other poor-law unions in the district to 
acquire sites for the erection of schools, 


,either on the cottage home system, or 
‘partly in cottage homes and partly in 


blocks, to accommodate not more than 
sixty children each. 


CARMARTHEN PRISON — MISS 
BRYANT’S SUPERANNUATION. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether his attention has been 
called to the case of Miss E. Bryant, 
acting matron at Her Majesty’s Prison, 
Carmarthen, from 1877 to 1898 ; whether 
he is aware that in 1898 the justices of 
the peace for the county of Carmarthen 
granted her a superannuation allowance 
of £27 5s. 10d. per annum, and that the 
Carmarthenshire County Council, after 
obtaining the sanction ot the Home Secre- 
tary, paid her the sum of £21 Os. 7d. in 
December, 1898, while in June, 1899, the 
Local Government Board auditor dis- 
allowed £19 lls. 9d. of the sum _ of 
£21 Os. 7d., and surcharged the chair- 
man of the Finance Committee with the 
same; whether he is aware that in 
November, 1899, the chairman of the 
Finance Committee appealed to the Local 
Government Board against the disallow- 
ance, and can he state whether the 
question has yet been decided, and, 
if so, the decision arrived at; 
whether any, and, if so, what communi- 
cation has passed between the Local 
Government Board and the Home Office 
in reference to the above matter; and 
whether, as owing to the dispute in ques- 
tion Miss Bryant is still unpaid, he will 
expedite the matter so as to enable the 
county council to pay the amount due to 
her. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The Local 
Government Board have received an 
appeal against the disallowance referred 
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to, but the appeal has not yet been 
decided. Legal questions of difficulty are 
involved in the case, and correspondence 
has taken place between the Board, the 
Home Oftice, and the Treasury with regard 
to it. The Board are now awaiting a 
communication from the Treasury on the 
subject, on the receipt of which they hope 
to be able to dispose of the appeal. 


Questions. 


BRITISH EXPORTS OF WAR 
MATERIAL. 

*sir J. COLOMB: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
Customs Department notifies to the Ad- 
miralty and War Office respectively full 
particulars as to exportation of arms, 
ammunition, and warlike stores to 
foreign States and territories ; and, if so, 
whether such notification is given by that 
Department to the Admiralty and War 
Office respectively at stated periods, or 
immediately the Board of Trade officials 
become aware of such shipments having 
been made; and, if at stated periods, 
whether monthly, quarterly, or other- 
wise. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnsury, Pres- 
ton): Detailed Returns of war material 
and naval stores shipped at ports in the 
United Kingdom have been furnished by 
the Customs to the Admiralty at their 
request since June, 1889. These Returns 
are supplied as soon as practicable after 
shipment. Returns are not usually swp- 
plied to the War Office, which receives a 
quarterly statement from the Admiralty ; 
but since the outbreak of the war the 
Director of Military Intelligence has been 
supplied, at his request, with Returns for 
South African ports. 


HIGH WYCOMBE POST OFFICE. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if he will state the date of his 
decision that Flint House shall be used 
as the post office for High Wycombe ; 
whether he is aware that nine-tenths of 
the adult inhabitants of the town pro- 
tested against the course he is adopting, 
and that in one year the new post office 
could be constructed on the site approved 
by the postal authorities and by the 
municipal and other representative 
authorities of the town; and whether he 
has any objection to place the correspond- 
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ence upon the Table, and give the House 
an opportunity of altering the decision 
of his permanent officials. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General has never altered the original 
decision that Flint House shall be used 
for the new post office at High Wycombe. 
He has received several.deputations and 
representations both for and against the 
new street scheme, and he is aware that 
local feeling is much divided on the sub 
ject ; but he is not aware that.nine-tenths 
of the adult inhabitants of the town have 
protested against the course that is being 
adopted. A new post office could.not be 
commenced until after. the new street was 
completed, and then could. not be finished 
ina year. The Postmaster General sees 
no sufficient reason for laying the corre- 
spondence on the Table. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : Has not 
a petition signed. by nine-tenths of the 
inhabitants been received ? 


Mr. HANBURY: [cannot admit that 


any such petitton has been received. 


BLETCHLEXY POSTMAN’S STRIPES. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to.ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury,, as. representing the Post- 
master General,, on what grounds two 
stripes are withheld from postman White, 
of Bletchley, and for what reason the 
application he has sent in for his-record 
has been refused. 


Mr. HANBURY : White was-deprived 
of his two good conduct stripes in 
January, 1898, for absenting himself from 
duty on an insufficient plea of illness, a 
form of irregularity of which he had fre- 
quently been guilty. The postman was 
informed of the cause of this punishment, 
and as the only reason he gave for asking 
for a copy of his record was to prove that 
he was “ punished for illness in 1898,” it 
was not considered necessary to comply 
with his request. 
NATIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY— 

ROYALTIES. 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 


to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as. 


representing the Postmaster General, 
what is the amount paid by the National 
Telephone Company as royalty on their 
gross receipts last year, and where is this 
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sum to be found set forth in the public 
accounts. 


Mr. HANBURY: The amount paid | 
by the National Telephone Company to | 
the Post Office as royalty for the year | 
ended the 31st March, 1900, is £134,115, 
and this amount will be included in the 
Finance Accounts (page 23) under the 
heading “Telegraph Service, Gross Re- 
ceipts.” 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: 


possible to recognise the item ? 


Questions. 


I 


5 


it 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes; it is clear on | 
page 25, 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the) i 


Government propose to conduct opposition 
to the company in order to extinguish 
this receipt ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Her Majesty’s 
Government are acting in accordance 
with the wishes of Parliament, which has 
decided that there shall be competition. 
ARRANGEMENTS AT CULLY- 

HANNA, CO. ARMAGH. 
or. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 


to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 


POSTAL 


representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, seeing that the postal arrange- 
ments of Cullyhanna, county Armagh, 


have been admitted by the postal authori- | 
ties to be defective, he will explain why 
the mail comes by car from Monaghan, a 
distance of thirty miles, although there is 
a railway station within seven miles of 
Cullyhanna, and the district of Crossma- 
glen is already served by day mail from 
this station, and its letters delivered every 
morning at 8.45 a.m., while letters in the | 
same train for Cullyhanna are not 
delivered till the following day, being 
kept all night at New town Hamilton : 
will he explain why in the arrangements 
now being made to combine the service of | 
the day and night mails in the Crossma- 
glen district and deliver them together, 
Cullyhanna is being excluded, although 
the new arrangements will operate within , 
a mile of its boundary ; and whether he 
cin see his way to include Cullyhanna in | 
the same district as Crossmaglen, and thus 
effect a considerable saving of expense in | 
a combined delivery. 
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| two deliveries in the morning. 


| Crossmaglen, 
| Member, 
| later 
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day mail service in the Crossmaglen dis- 
trict. At Crossmaglen itself there are 
The ex- 
pense of affording a combined night and 
day mail delivery at Cullyhanna from 
as suggested by the hon. 
would be considerable, and a 
delivery would be involved in 
waiting for the day mail letters. The 
Postmaster General regrets that in the 
circumstances he would not be justified in 
authorising such an alteration. 


[IRISH TRAVELLING POST OFFICES— 
LAVATORY ACCOMMODATION. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that the recommendations of the 
Tweedmouth Committee regarding lava- 
tory accommodation on travelling post 
offices have not yet been made effective in 
Ireland, and that at present there are no 
lavatories attached to Irish travelling 
post offices ; and whether, pending the 
carrying out of the 'Tweedmouth recom- 
mendation, any provisional arrangements 
in this matter could be made, and could 
he state definitely when the recommenda- 
tion would become operative. 


Mr. HANBURY: As stated in answer 
to a similar question put by the hon. 


' Member for Kilkenny on the 18th May 


last, lavatory accommodation is being 
provided in certain new mail carriages 
now being constructed in Ireland, but it 
is proposed not to provide it in the 
arriages at present in use until itis seen 
whether the accommodation is appre- 
ciated by the sorters in the new carriages. 
In a number of cases in which such 
accommodation has been afforded in Eng- 
land, the men, although they asked for it 
in the first instance, have, after experi- 
ence, applied that it might be with- 
drawn, 
COOTEHILL (CAVAN) POSTMASTER- 
SHIP. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 


sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, with reference to the recent 


appointment of postmaster of Cootehill, 
‘county Cavan, would he state to the 
| House what are the precise qualifications 


| and experience of the new postmaster ; 


Mr. HANBURY: Arrangements have 
not been made for a combined night and | 
\ 


| whether he is aware that for nearly fifty 


years the office has been managed by 
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women, and can he say whether any com- | 


plaint of inefficiency was made during 
that time; whether one of the female 
applicants for the post holds the Civil 
Service certificate, has had eleven years 
experience, and has had entire temporary 


charge of local offices ; and can he state | 


on what grounds a trader, untrained and 
inexperienced in postal affairs, has been 
appointed in preference to certificated 
female officials of eleven years ex- 
perience. 


Mr. HANBURY: As explainedalready, 
it was considered desirable that this sub- 
office should be placed in the hands of a 
man, and it was for this reason that a 
woman was not appointed. The person 
selected is reported to possess the 
necessary capacity for the post, but the 
essential qualification in this case is that 
he is a man. 


IRISH RURAL AUXILIARIES AND 
THE TWEEDMOUTH REPORT. 
Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the Tweedmouth Committee 
recommended any concessions, such as 
increase of wages, annual leave, Sunday 
and sick leave pay, uniform and overcoat 
and boot allowance, to Irish rural auxiliary 
postmen performing four hours duty 
daily ; and will their case be favourably 

considered. 


Mr. HANBURY: No, Sir; Irish rural 
auxiliary postmen were not specially 
referred to by the Committee. These 
men do, however, share the privileges 
accorded to auxiliary postmen generally ; 
and the Postmaster General is not aware 
of any reason for making exceptional 
arrangements in their favour. If the 
hon. Member can show me any cases in 
which they are not treated alike, I shall 
be glad to see into them. 


MALLOW RURAL DISTRICT—ROAD 
REPAIR. 

Mr WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that, at 
the last meeting of the Cork County 
Council, the Law Adviser informed the 
council that no moneys could be spent on 
the maintenance of certain roads in 
Mallow Rural District, until the district 
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council formulated a proposal which 
should be approved at the next quarterly 
meeting of the county council in October, 
the result of which would be that these 
roads would be left derelict for over three 
months, and become both a danger and a 
nuisance ; and will the Local Government 
Board, in view of these circumstances, 
consider the necessity of issuing an order 
to hand over the charge of the roads to 
the county surveyor, pending the formu- 
lation of a proposal and its acceptance by 
the county council ? 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): As regards the first paragraph, 
I stated yesterday that I understood the 
failure in this case arose from the fact 
that a sufficient number of members to 
constitute a quorum was not present at 
the meeting of the county council on the 
17th May, which meeting had been duly 
appointed for the consideration of tenders 
for the maintenance of the roads in ques- 
tion. The Local Government Board are 
advised that they have no power to issue 
an Order as suggested in the second 
paragraph. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that there 
can be no meeting of the county council 
before October ? Will it not be a serious 
state of things for these roads to be left 
unrepaired till then? Cannot the Local 
Government Board act now as they did on 
a former occasion ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I will make 
further inquiries ; but I think there must 
be some mistake on the part of the hon. 
Member. I am instructed we have no 
power to issue such an Order. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: Well, I 
will furnish the right hon. Gentleman 
with a copy of the Order made by the 
Local Government Board. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether he is in a_posi- 
tion to state when the Indian Budget will 
be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will not be 
possible to take it next week, as all the 
days are allocated, but I hope to take it 
the week after. 
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GENERAL RUSSEJ.L: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury when it is 
proposed to take the Military Manceuvres 


Bill. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 


cannot give the hon. Member the infor- 
mation he asks for. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury when the Vote for the Colonial 


‘Office will be taken, and whether it can 


be taken next Friday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 
allocated next Friday to Irish Estimates, 
and I am not prepared to make any state- 
ment as to subsequent days. 


Mr. CHANNING: 


following Friday ? 


Why not the 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot make 


any statement at present. 


MILITARY MANUZUVRES BILL [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Petition of the Bel- 
fast City and District Water Commis- 
sioners against dispensing with the Stand- 
ing Orders, in the case of the Military 
Manceuvres Bill {Lords], be referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders. 
—(Mr. Caldwell.) 

HOSPITALS (EXEMPTION 
RATES). 

Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, 
and read. Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. { No. 273.] 


FROM 


STANDING COMMITTEES 
MEN’S) PANEL. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR reported from 
the Chairmen’s Panel, That the Money- 
lending Bill [Lords], having been trans- 
ferred from the Standing Committee for 
the consideration of Bills relating to 
Trade (including Agriculture and Fish- 
ing), Shipping, and Manufactures, to the 


(CHAIR- 


Standing Committee for the considera- | 


tion of Bills relating to Law, and Courts 


of Justice, and Legal Procedure, they had | 


appointed Mr, Laurence Hardy to act as 
Chairman of the said Standing Committee 
im respect of the above-mentioned Bill. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
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AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 


As amended, on consideration, to be 
printed. [Bill 293.] 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES), 

Mr. HALsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Law and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure 
the following fifteen Members in respect 
of the Money-lending bill {Lords} :—sSir 
William Anson, Mr. Attorney General, 
Mr. Thomas Bayley, Mr. Birrell, Mr. 
Vicary Gibbs, Sir Cameron Gull, Mr. 
Hazell, Mr. Lyttelton, Mr. M/‘Ghee, 
Mr. Maddison, Mr. Marks, Mr. Purvis, 
Major Rasch, Mr. Steadman, and Mr. 
Lawson Walton. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to the Ecclesias- 
tical Assessments (Scotland) Bill, without 
amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Colonial Stock 
Acts, 1877 and 1892, and The Trustee 
Act, 1893.” Colonial Stock Bill {Lords}. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
amend the Law with regard to the 
Imitation of County Court Process.” 
Imitation of County Court Process Bill 
{Lords | 

‘ ° ° * 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
amend and consolidate the Law relating 
to Literary Copyright.” Copyright Bill 
{ Lords. | 

COPYRIGHT BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time; to he read. a 
second time upon Thursday next, and to 
he printed. [ Bill 295. | 


NEI BILLS. 


MEDICAL ACTS AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Medical Acts, 1853 
to 1886, ordered to be brought in by Sir 
Richard Jebb, Sir William Anson, Mr. 
J. A. Campbell, Sir Michael Foster, Mr. 
Lecky, Mr. Talbot, and Sir John Tuke. 


MEDICAL ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
“To amend the Medical Acts, 1858 to 


1886,” presented, and read the first time ; 
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to be read a second time upon Thursday 
next, and to be printed, [Bill 296. ] 


PARLIAMENTARY VOTERS AND 
ELECTIONS. 

Bill to amend the law relating to the 
qualification and registration of Parlia- 
mentary Voters and to Parliamentary 
Elections, and to the expenses of return- 
ing officers; and for other purposes in 
relation thereto, ordered to be brought in 
hy Captain Sinclair, Mr. Billson, Mr. 
Birrell, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Dillon, Mr. 
Maurice Healy, Mr. Joseph A. Pease, 
and Mr. Seale-Hayne. 


PARLIAMENTARY VOTERS AND 
ELECTIONS BILL. 

“To amend the law relating to the 
qualification and registration of Parlia- 
mentary Voters and to Parliamentary 
Elections, and to the expenses of return- 
ing officers ; and for other purposes in 
relation thereto,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 23rd July, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 297. | 

OIL IN) TOBACCO, 

Bill to restrict the amount of oil in 
manufactured tobacco, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and Mr. Hanbury. 


OIL IN TOBACCO BILL. 

“To restrict the amount of oil in manu- 
factured tobacco,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
| Bill 298.] 


SUPPLY [18TH ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 
Civit SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPARt- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Crass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £96,407, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the 
Ottice of Her Majesty’s Secretary of State 
for the Home Department and Subordi- 
nate Offices.” 
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*Smk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): There has been 
some opportunity this session of consider- 
ing labour matters in connection with the 
agricultural labouring class with fruitful 
results, and questions interesting also to 
miners have been discussed ; but. with 
regard to town labour little has been 
sud, and subjects which are annually dis- 
cussed by trades union representatives 
at their annual conferences have had 
little attention at the hands of. Parlia- 
ment ; indeed, this Vote affords-the only 
opportunity of raising them. I[.wish to 
begin my remarks by thanking the right 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary for 
having met us on one point which we put 
forward in the debate last year. On that 
occasion we moved the reduction of the 
Vote and carried it to a division, mainly 
on the ground of the extraordinary and 
increasing delay in the presentation to 
Parliament of the Annual Report of the 
Chief Inspector of Factories and Work- 
shops, and of the accompanying docu- 
ments which make it so important to 
the labour world. The right hon. Gentle- 
man did not see his way to meet us 
on that occasion, but a month later, at 
the extreme end of the session, he came 
forward and voluntarily stated that he 
could procure a much earlier presentation 
to Parliament of the Report. He has kept 
his word, and so far as it was dependent 
upon him, I believe he more than kept his 
word, for while last year’s Report was only 
circulated in February last, he promised 
that the Report should be presented this 
year as early as May, and he actually 
sent it to the printers in April; it was 
only delay in the correction of proofs, 
and in the printing office, for which he is 
in no way responsible, which caused cir- 
culation of the Report to be delayed until 
July. However, for what he has done we 
thank him, and therefore, in dealing with 
this matter to-night, I have to begin my 
speech by saying that, as regards the 
principal question we raised last year, 
we have been met and _ satisfied. I 
come to the Report which has just been 
laid before Parliament. In_ perusing it 
there appear to me to be several subjects 
which [ cannot refrain from examining 
with some intention of censure. ‘There 
are three matters with which I think it 
necessary to deal on this occasion. As to 
one of them I have little to say. Another 
relates to the question of phosphorus 
poisoning, which we have already dis- 





1 tT 
Cusst 
the 

und 
certi 
to-nl 
in tk 
whe! 
repo 
I shi 
matt 
deta 
lead 
mal 
show 
has 

duce 
can 
tind 

whic 
matt 
tion 

to-nl 
was 

aw 
the ¢ 
Asa 
spect 
factu 
I ha 
Com 
of ca 
matt 
boas: 
ture) 
the 

whic 
mad 
that 
occu! 
Smit 
whic 
wey 


“ Ff 
was © 
Inste: 
manu 
lead : 
no re: 
lower 
house 


The | 
the f 
it w 
Smit 
the h 
doub 
Seer 
that 
io. 


Serie 


er SFr Ss | 6ClTrlCw — 


el 


¥ 





l LTT Supply—Civil 
cussed this session, with Mr. Speaker in 
the Chair. That discussion took place 
under limitations which resulted in 
certain matters being reserved for debate 
to-night. It also occurred at one o'clock 
in the morning, and, of course, at a time 
when we had not this Report. Still, as a 
report of the debate appears in Hansard,* 
[ shall only deal with it briefly. The only 
matter on which I deem it necessary to 
detain the Committee is the question of 
lead poisoning in china and earthenware 
manufacture. The Home Office have 
shown that it undoubtedly believes there 
has been an enormous improvement pro- 
duced by its work in this direction ; but I 
cannot admit the improvement, and can 
find little confirmation of it in the Report 
which has been laid before us. This is a 
matter which deserves most careful atten- 
tion at the hands of this Committee 
to-night. On the 18th January last there 
Was an interesting speech made by Mr. 
Rawdon Smith, who is in the confidence of 
the china manufacturers of this country. 
As an expert and a specialist he made a 
speech at the annual dinner of those manu- 
facturers, and when I read some extracts 
I have made from that speech [ think the 
Committee will agree as to the necessity 
of carefully watching what is done in this 
matter. When, for instance, we tind such 
boasts made as that the china manufac- 
turers of this country have broken down 


the efforts of the Home Oftice—efforts | 


which we thought kad been successfully 
made—it certainly does seem necessary 
that we should closely scrutinise what has 
occurred, 


which the Government wished to impose 
“were now gone.” 
“Lead fhe said] could now be used, and it 


was not intended to restrict it to 10 per cent. 
Instead of prohibiting the use of raw lead, 


manufacturers might now use a preparation of | 


lead as soluble as raw. ce There was 
no reason why they should not have the age 
lowered from fifteen to fourteen for dipping- 
house lads.” 


The Committee will have to consider from 
the figures which have been placed before 
it whether it is true, as Mr. Rawdon 
Smith said, that the reason for retaining 
the higher age has gone, and I have no 
doubt that upon that point the Home 
Secretary will be able to agree with us 
that there is no reason whatever for 


* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourt® | 
ment. 


Series], Vol. Ixxxii., page 985. 


{13 JuLy 1900}. 


At this dinner Mr. Rawdon | 
Smith boasted that the four conditions , 
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j lowering the age. Then Mr. Rawdon 
Smith went on to say that “by combina- 
tion they had obtained almost every- 
thing”; and. he added, I am sorry to say, 
“Every credit should be given to Mr. 
Walmsley” (Her Majesty’s Inspector in 
the Potteries District.) When we dis- 
cussed this question previously my hon. 
friend the Member for Battersea, alluding 
to that gentleman, suggested that, in 
view of the strong opinions he held, and 
of the attitude which he had taken up, it 
would be an advantage if he were pro- 
moted to another district, and it was 
partly in consequence of what we knew of 
him that we pressed so strongly for the 
appointment of a woman inspector In 
that district. Well, Mr. Rawdon Smith 
says of him that 

“ He gave judicious advice to the Depart- 
ment. . He[Mr. Smith] believed that 
the potting industry now stood well with the 
Home Office.” 
Of course, we all wish for every industry 
to stand well with the Home Office, but, 
certainly, in regard to this china in- 
dustry, the speech from which I have 
quoted makes it all the more necessary 
that we should carefully scrutinise what 
has been and is being done. What 
are the figures as to this extraordinary 
improvement which we are told has 
taken place? Immediately after the 
speech of Mr. Rawdon Smith in January 
a series of prosecutions took place which 
were mentioned in this House by my hon. 
friend the Member for Berwickshire. They 


‘were prosecutions of leading firms, and 


they showed that even among the leading 
firms in the Potteries the special rules 
were not carefully observed. That is 
another matter deserving the attention 
of the Committee. Early this session 
the hon. Member for Stoke-upon-Trent, 


| who represents a most important district 


in the Potteries, and who speaks with 
special knowledge of the views and feel- 
ings of the trade, put some questions 
which, I think, were intended to show 
that a great improvement had been 
effected. In answering those questions the 
Home Secretary adopted that view, and 
congratulated the country on the immense 
improvement which had taken place. He 
spoke of it as a steady improvement, and 
we who have been pressing for certain 
things to be done, and for the special 
rules to be enforced, of course, naturally 
hoped for and expected such an improve- 
As regards the dry processes the. 
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use of fan ventilators no doubt has been | 
productive of improvement, but I must 

point out that the figures quoted by the 
right hon. Gentleman in one of his 
replies, figures referring to the period 
since March, are, of course, vitiated 
by the great lock-out which occurred | 
in March, April, and May. Many 
thousands of workpeople were affected 

by that lock-out, and therefore, in esti- 
mating the value of the figures, this con- ' 
sideration must be borne in mind. Now, 

figures which some of us have had means 
of obtaining privately have led us to 
doubt the steadiness of the improvement 

of which the Home Secretary spoke. We 
have certain means of obtaining figures 
ifrom medical gentlemen in the Potteries 

through the Lead Fund, and these figures 

appear to be of a very alarming nature 

when they are looked into. I have no 
desire to horrify this House by making , 
highly-coloured statements. I propose to 

give the bare statement of facts, and I 

think that will be sufficient to bring 

home to the minds of the members of 

this Committee the serious nature of the 

matters with which we are dealing. 

I have some figures which have been 

supplied by Dr. Prendergast as to cases 

which came under his notice between 

27th July, 1898, and 8th April, in the 

present year. He had to deal with 290 

cases of lead poisoning in that period, 

and more than half of them were the 

eases of women. Of these seven were 

mad, twelve totally blind, forty-six 

partially blind, and the rest were mostly 

paralysed. I merely mention these 

figures in order to show the grave 

character of this question. 


Mr. COGHILL § (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
Are these official figures 4 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE: No. They 
are obtained from private sources—from 
medical officers of the Lead Fund. I am 
coming to the official figures presently. 
I am now merely pointing out the reason 
why I had grave doubts as to the reality 
of the steady improvement. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : The 
figures are from Dr. Prendergast, who, I 
have no doubt, will be willing to show his 
clinical note-book to anyone who desires 
to see it. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE: Besides the 


alarming number and character of these 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 
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eases Dr. Prendergast points out the 
terrible destruction of infant life, for, in 
that same period, he recorded the deaths 
of twenty-four children of lead workers 
from convulsions, all these children being 
under one year of age. Next I come to 
the ofticial figures. I quite recognise the 
right of the hon. Member for Stoke-upon- 
Trent to question any private figures, 
and [ merely used these to show the 
reasons which weigh with some of us 
and cause us to view the official docu- 
ment with some jealousy. The tables 
for the past year will be found on page 
375 of the Annual Report of the Chief 
Inspector of Factories and Workshops. 
They show in 1896, 1897, and 1898, not 
a steady diminution but a steady increase. 
We must take it as admitted that, in 
spite of the new rules which we are told 
have produced an immense improvement, 
in spite of the precautions which have been 
taken, there has been a steady increase in 
these three years; 1899 is said to be 
much better. IL have examined the 
figures for that year—they will be found 
on page 311 of the Report—and I admit 
that, at first sight, they do seem to he 
much better. But the inspectors them 
selves point out that eleven cases had to 
be added in connection with litho-transfer 
works, which were not included on 
account of a change in the form of the 
tables, and there is also a note on pages 
300-301 of the exciusion of another 
eleven cases in 1899, which were separate 
cases of second notifications affecting the 
same person. On page 312 is noted a 
new practice in regard to suspension. 
Before 1899 suspensions did not exist, 
but now it is the practice of the certifying 
surgeon to suspend from work an enor- 
mous number of persons who are sus- 
pected to be suffering from lead poisoning. 
In view of this practice it is very difficult 
indeed to deal with the figures for 1899, 
but I would suggest that the great 
majority of persons suspended from work 
must be taken to be persons who have 
already developed a mild form of lead 
poisoning. I put a question some time 
ago with a view to trying to distinguish 
between the dry and damp processes, and 
the Home Secretary has been good enough 
to issue a Return on the subject. It is 
undoubtedly the damp process which is 
most productive of disease. In the dry 
process great improvement has been 
brought about by the introduction of fan 
ventilation. But in the other process it 
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is the touching of a damp material which | 
easily leads to lead poisoning. It is, 
however, almost impossible to carefully 
distinguish between the two processes as 
there are a large number of intermediate 
processes. It will be remembered that in 
the discussion which took place earlier in 
the session on the match industry it 
transpired that matches were sometimes 
hoxed dry and sometimes damp, and 
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the same commingling of processes 
takes place in the potting trade. 


The Return which the right hon. Gentle- 
man has been good enough to give shows 
the number of cases of lead poisoning in 
the first five months of the present year. 
These figures are, of course, affected by 
the lock-out, and they wouid  un- 
doubtedly have been worse but for that 
lock-out. I do not think they can be 
said to show ‘improvement ; on the con- 
trary, they show deterioration in the 
present vear, as compared with 1899, 
especially in the case of women. The 
column referring to the china trade gives 
nine cases of females in the first five 
months of this year, as against eight 
cases in the whole of last year. The 
fizures for the earthenware industry show 
the cases of thirty-nine women in the 
first five months of this year, as against 
eighty-three for last year. The Com- 
mittee will see, therefore, that the figures 
are absolutely worse in the first instance, 
and relatively so in the second. ‘The 
question of suspensions is deait with on 
the last page of the Return, and I find 
that one hundred and three females were 
suspended last year, and forty-two in the 
tive months of the present year 
More than half of these cases are cases of 
permanent and net of temporary suspen- 
The Committee will that 


first 


sion. agree 
these figures are grave, and that 


they hardly bear out the view that that 
stealy improvement has taken place 
which we anticipated, and which in fact 
we are told has taken place. In letters 
which [ have received on the subject one 
point has been raised which [ should like 
to mention, although I do not wish to 
lay too much stress upon it. Persons 
who have watched these matters have 
reason to think that the apparently 
philanthropic practice adopted by some 
factory owners of appointing their own | 
medical ofticer to attend their work people 
gratuitously has led to a certain amount of 
non-reporting, andthat the number of cases 
is larger than has been actually reported. 


(13 Juty 1900} 
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Manufacturers are more and more adopting, 
this apparently philanthropic practice. 
Of course, the doctor so appointed does- 
not supersede the certifying surgeon, but 
the latter not unnaturally may feel some 
delicacy in examining into a case which 
has already been seen and reported upon: 
by another practitioner. However that 
may be in regard to non-reporting, the 
figures I have given are far from satis- 
factory. I cannot myself admit suspen-- 
sion from work as being a permanent 
remedy. Itis a temporary remedy in its 
nature ; it means, after all, in most cases 
after paralysis, loss of work, and depen- 
dence on charity throughout the re- 
mainder of life. That is not the remedy 
that we ought to look to-; we must look 
to the causes of the sickness which can be 
prevented, [have always thought—and I 
have said it previously in this House — 
that, from the evidence which I have 
studied, it was. possible to abolish the use 
of raw lead altogether. If it be not 
abolished, at least the employment of 
young persons in raw lead proceses 
might be prevented. The Home Office: 
has not, up to the present time, followed 
the advice of its own experts in regard to 
fixing the standard of frits, or in exclud- 
ing children, young persons and women 
from working in raw lead. There 1s a 
great contrast between the circular of 
December last contained in the Report of 
the Chief Inspector of Factories and 
Workshops and the language used by the 
Home Office expert himself, Dr. Thorpe, 
in a lecture delivered by him at the 
Royal Institution on 4th May this year. 
At page 13:of the Chief Inspector’s Report 
is found the.circular which gives a fresh 
period of delay as regards the ability to 
use raw lead. ; it postpones the adoption 
of a standard of safety in frits for two 
years ; it permanently allows the use of 
raw lead in small quantities, and 
there is no restriction of the labour 
of women and young persons, as recom- 
mended by Drs. Thorpe and Oliver. 
At page 14 of the Chief Inspector’s Re- 
port it stated—and the statement 
follows those inthe circular—that “rules 
are being drafted to carry out the views 
expresse:L above:” The statement is 
very general and vague, and I do not 


is 


know what it means. I wish to 
press. the Home Secretary on this 
point. I want to. know specifically 
if these rules which are being 


drafted are merely rules on frits and 








1483 Supply —-Civil 


glazes, or whether they are more general ; 
and when they may be expected to be 
issued and become operative. I venture 
to contrast the Home Office statement 
with that of Dr. Thorpe, whom they 
themselves 


Government laboratory where all these 
tests are made, used language which is 


strong though guarded, and I should like | 


to quote to the House a few words from 
a report of his lecture. I have two ver- 
batim reports of that lecture one which 
appeared in the Staffordshire Sentinel the 
day after it was delivered, and the other 
since published by the Royal Institution, 
which is apparently a revised report. In 


order to be perfectly fair to the Com-_ 


mittee, I may mention that there is a 
slight difference between the two reports, 
due mostly to literary corrections in the 
revised one. Dr. Thorpe says— 

«“ A number of manufacturers . . . are now 
producing lead frits, the solubility of whieh is 
even below the standard provisionally sug- 
vested in the Home Office circular of 
December.” 

And then he goes on to say— 

“Tt must be clearly understood that com- 
lete immunity from lead poisoning ean never 
be obtained so long as lead compounds con- 
tinue to be used. ‘The true solution is te be 
found in the more general adoption of leadless 
glazes. Leadless glazes of a high brillianey 
and durability are perfectly practicable. 
The revised report says— 

“TLeadless glazes of a sufficient brillianey 


and durability and adapted to all kinds of | 


ware are now within reach of the manufac- 
turer.” 
Dr. Thorpe concludes by saying— 

‘“‘ There is no industry in the world so con- 
servative as that of the potter.” 


He praises the great Wedgwood, who- 


took advantage of all the discoveries of 
science in his time, and he contrasts his 
conduct with that of the potters of the 
present day, and he evidently thinks that 
if the latter followed Wedgwood’s 
example, the result would be infinitely 
more to their advantage and the safety of 
their workmen. I think I have established 
the fact that the steady improvement 
that we were led to expect had already 
taken place is not to be found in the 
official figures themselves, and the House 


has some reason to press the Home: 


Office not to depart from their good inten- 

tions of a year ago, as the) 

have departed, by weakening the circnl: 

hut to come up to the standard of th 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


(COMMONS} 


called in a few years ago. | 
Dr. Thorpe, who is the director of the , 


” seem to me to 
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own experts, Drs. Thorpe and Oliver. 
Perhaps I shall not carry all my friends 
with me, but, personally, I believe that 
additional security would be gained for 
immunity from or diminution of suffer- 
ing by the adoption of the proposal 
we made two years ago for the 
appointment of a permanent woman 
inspector for Staffordshire. I doubt 
whether the present inspectors are suffi- 
cient in number, and whether a flying 


| visit of an inspector from London is suffi- 
cient to check the existing evils. The 
vast majority of the persons employed’ 


in the potteries are women, and we 
know that women are averse to 
speaking freely to male inspectors, who, 
even if sincerely desirous of enforcing the 
law, cannot get at the facts. It is on that 
matter that I shall move the reduction of 
the Vote of which I have given notice. 
There are other matters regarding 
phosphorus poisoning and the match 
trade which I wish to bring before the 
House before I sit down. - At page 375 


‘of the Chief Inspector’s Report, and at 


page ix. of the Introduction to that 
Report, it is stated that there are “ fewer 
instances of phosphorus necrosis reported 
in 1899 as compared with 189%.” The 
Committee will remember that the cases 
in 1898 were unduly swelled by the 
extraordinary increase caused by the 
discovery of the previously neglected 
cases from Bryant and May’s, and no 
comparison is therefore possible. As 
regards the new rules the Home Office, of 
course, make the admission in the Report 
that they are less stringent than had been 
proposed, but they claim that they are 
still far in advance of those previously in 
force. That I doubt. I may say in 
general terms that the new rules were 
framed on a low standard as compared 
with the suggestions of Drs. Thorpe, 
Oliver, and Cunningham in their special 
report to the Home Office. Just as I 
have complained in the case of lead 
poisoning, the Home Office have not come 
up to the requirements of their experts, 
even before the new rules were cut 
down. At page ix. of the Introduction to 
their Report we have the recommendations 
of the three doctors I have named, but 
few of these recommendations were 
adopted by the Home Office in the new 
rules. As an example of a rule recom- 
mended and not adopted I may quote 
the exclusion of childrenand young persons 


‘ from the dangerous branches of the trade. 
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pages 52-6 gives the rules both as the 
Home Ottice proposed them, and as they 
were issued after arbitration, and mem- 
bers of the Committee can compare them 
for themselves and judge. A power was 
inserted by the arbitrator—who, it must be 
remembered, was the Home Office arbi- 
trator, sitting without the manufacturers’ 
arbitrator—to suspend the rules, and the 
effect of that in the case of individual 
manufacturers is to enable employers to 
work under different rules, which is the 
very point to which the Home Secretary 
himself has most strongly objected. At 
page viii. of the introduction to their 
Report will be found the reasons given by 
Des. Thorpe, Oliver, and Cunningham for 
periodical examination. These are that 
there is something beyond mere actual 
necrosis ; there is the general effect of phos- 
phorus on the system, which can only be 
detected in time by periodical examina- 
tion. The Home Office attach the highest 
importance to periodical examination 
in regard to lead poisoning, and yet 
they cut out the rules that relate to 
periodical examination of the workers in 
phosphorus. The rules, which were 
originally weak, were further weakened, 
and are now out of date. Already Messrs. 
Bryant and May are working outside the 
rules, which really apply only to white 
phosphorus, and are entirely inapplicable to 
a large branch of the trade. Personally I 
believe that there is a chance of inter- 
national action on this subject. The 
imported matches mostly ignite only on 
the box, and as regards “strike anywhere ” 
matches Messrs. Bryant and May have 
shown us that perfectly safe matches 
can be manufactured. We have in the 
case of- phosphorus what we have not 
reached in the case of lead—a stage of 
absolute certainty——-the result being that 
Switzerland, who is in advance of us in 
these matters, prohibits the importation 
of dangerous matches. The matter 
is one of daily trade, and _ the 
condition of things disclosed in the 
report of Drs. Thorpe, Oliver, and 
Cunningham is such that the Home 


Office cannot contend that we are in this | 
country up to the level of the Continental | 


countries with regard to the match in- 
dustry. There is one other point. The 


Annual Report furnishes a curious illus- | 
tration as to the non-observance of the | 


law with regard to Sunday labour in 
factories, especially in creamevies. At 


{13 Juty 1900} 


| authority. 
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The Report of the Chief Inspector at; pages 105.to 108 of the Report it is shown 


how the law is broken. The Report 
states that Sunday labour can be avoided, 
and shows how. It advises that the em- 
plovers shall be told that the law in the 
future will be strictly enforced. But the 
course which is taken by the Home Secre- 
tary appears not to be to tell the em- 
ployers that the law will be enforced, but 
rather to intimate to the employers that 
the law may be altered to suit their evil 
practices. When there is some objection 
to or some difficulty about applying the 
law the breaking of the law is ei- 
couraged by Ministers meeting a deputa- 
tion and saying that the law shall be 
amended to suit their convenience. 
[ thank the Committee for the kindness 
and courtesy with which they have heard 
me, and can only say that unless | hear 
something very different to what [ have 
heard or read up to the present time on 
the first point I have raised, I shall feel it 
my duty to divide the Committee. | 
beg to move the reduction standing in 
my name, 


Motion made and Question propose, 
“ That a sum, nov exceeding £96,307, be 
granted tor the said Service.” —(Sir 


Charles Dilke.) 


Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I think the 
House is to be congratulated upon the 
admirable speech to which it has just 
listened, and also upon the fact that 
although the right hon. Baronet had all 
the materials to bring a very strong in- 
dictment against the Home Office, he has 
refrained from attacking it upon this 
subject. For the last three vears hon. 
Members on both sides of the House have 
joined together ‘in trying to help the 
Home Secretary and one another to bring 
about a practical reform, not only in the 
way of new legislation, but in the 
administration of the existing laws. The 
hon. Gentleman on my right will, I hope, 
presently deal exhaustively with this 
question, upon which he is a_ great 
There are only one. or 
two points upon which I will address 
the House. One is with regard to 
the employment of women inspectors. 
We have continually pressed that 
question upon the attention of the Home 
Secretary, and I hope that now, upon 
the new facts that have been placed 
before the right hon. Gentleman, he will 


| see his way to bring about a reform upon 
‘which we all lay much stress. 


Another 
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direction in which we may do a good deal 
is in international action. We have pointed 
out to the Home Secretary that there has 
heen a great opportunity for bringing 


aware that great difficulties lie in the 
way and have to be overcome, but a first: 
step must be taken, and I suggest that it 
should be taken this year by those who 
represent the Home Office at the confer- 
ence which is to be held at Paris. The 
Report that has been issued this year is 
the best Report, in my opinion, that was 
ever issued by the Home Office, and I 
should like to say it has saved us years 
and years of labour. It is a volume of 
500 pages, full of all sorts of informa- 
tion, but I notice that it is absolutely 
innocent of any sort of index, and in 
consequence persons who wish to follow 
the substance of that Report have great 
difficulty in arriving at the facts and 
figures. Witn regard to the right hon. 
Baronet’s suggestion as to the new rules, 
I think, as they were only issued last year, 
it is rather early to press the Home 
Secretary for definite information, 
although on that point the right hon. 
Gentleman will, I have no doubt, be able 
to give us some information later on. 
The Report is full of information obtained 
by the right hon. Gentleman from abroad. 
The Home Office I think nas learned a 
great deal as to legislation and administra- 
tion and inspection in foreign countries, 
and if that information could be systema- 
tized and brought within the reach not 
only of hon. Members but also of the large 
employers, very great steps in advance 
might be taken without the interference of 
the Home Secretary in the future. I 
should like again to call the right hon. 
Gentleman’s attention to the absolute 
chaos which exists with regard to legisla- 
tion affecting the employment of children 
in factories. I will not weary the 
Committee with what I said last vear 
upon this point, but wil! merely draw 
attention to the fact that the number of 
statutes upon the Statute-book are per- 
plexing in their variety, and I think some 
step should be taken by the Home Oftice 
to prepare the way for a codification of these 
statutes, and some effort should be made to 
bring the entire administration under one 
Department. Any person interested in the 
administration of the laws is aware that 
they go from one Department to another, 
and that it is almost impossible to get any 
satisfaction from them. There is one 
other point with regard to this. The 
Mr. Drage. 


{COMMONS} 


about something like united action. I am | further is done. 


‘have it. 
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Act introduced by the hon. Member for 
South Shields will only have the effect of 
forcing the children into the street, which 
is most undesirable, unless something 
There are still an im- 
mense number of accidents through clean- 
ing machinery whilst in motion, and a 
great many evils with regard to children 
in factories, and there certainly ought to. 
be some further information as to physical 
fitness. These are all matters which the 


‘Home Secretary can deal with in his 


administrative capacity, and if he causes 
his inspectors to be more active much can 
be done. The next point upon which we 
might ask for the views of the Home 
Secretary is with regard to the informa 
tion contained in the present Report with 
regard to laundries ; both as to meal times 
and sanitation there appears from the 
Report to be room not only for legislation, 
but for more active administration in the 
future. Then there is the point as to the 
organisation of the staff of the Home 
Ottice. We have also here, as elsewhere, 
to recognise the enormous improvements 
produced by the Home Secretary and the 
right hon. Gentleman who preceded him. 
The right hon. Gentleman was always 
thought to be extremely disregardful in 
these matters, but nobody can read the 
Report without acknowledging that great 
improvements have been brought about 
this last year. I really think, except in 
the case of one or two years when the late 
Home Secretary was in office, there has 
rarely been so much done in one year. [ 
find in one case that no less than 29,662 
entries have been made of factories and 
workshops in the register of the Home 
Office in the present year ; that represents 
an immense amount of extra work, and | 
think the Home Secretary will have a 
very strong case upon which to go to the 
Treasury for assistance in this matter. 
More staff is required for special inquiry, 
and the right hon. Gentleman ought to 
Many other improvements 
might be made in the administration of 
the Act, but, to my mind, anybody who 
reads the Report and compares the work 
done by the Department of the Home 
Office with the work done by any other 
hody in Europe will find that the lead in- 
spectors have done remarkably good work. 
I am aware that the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Oxford University is 
going to raise that question. The question 
of the Truck Acts has already been raised, 
and I know there are many hon. Mem- 
bers who have studied different matters 
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in the Report to which they will call the 
attention of the House. I will not tres- 
pass on the Committee longer. 
like to say to the Home Secretary that [ 
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{13 Juty 1900} 


I should | 


| 


consider the work done by his Department | 
during the past year shows an advance on | 


what has been done in any year since the 
(sovernment came into office. 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
that in rising to take part in the dis- 
cussion it was very satisfactory to be 
able to look at the pleasing side of the 
picture, and he wished to join the hon. 
Member for Derby in congratulating the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite on the 
changes which had occurred. Ia the 
tirst place, the earlier issue of the Report 
was a matter for considerable congratulia- 
tion. The Report dealt with a wide 
area, and demonstrated very cleariv the 
great benefit which had been derived from 
the re-organisation of the Department 
rigat hen. Gentleman had 
not their 
only to congratulate ministers upon 
what had already been done. They must 
look forward and therefore he turned to 
look at the other side of the picture. ‘The 
Was sorry to say, was 

There were many points to 
might refer in addressing the 


4% which the 
But it was business 





fucure, he some 
wh Li dark. 
which he 

Committee, but perhaps he would be most 
usefully occupied if he spoke on ihe que 

tion of dangerous trades. He did noi wish 
to be egotistical, but he mast refer to the 
Committee over which he had the honour 
to preside from 1895. ‘That Committee 
issued tive Reports—the first ia LS¥G, and 
the tinal last year, The Committee were 
given twenty-six trades to investigate, 
and of these they found seventeen waich 
requlred special control, Special rules 
were recommended for these seventeen 
trades, but the Committee would be 
surprised to learn that in only two of 
had the been 
adopted. How long it would require to 
put the whole into force at the present 
rate was a little dificult to ascertain, but 
he calculated that it would be not less 
than thirty-four years. He sincerely 
hoped that that calculation might be 
falsified, and that the recommend- 
ations would be embodied in special 
rules long before that time. He would 
like to give illustrations of the neces- 
sity for the embodiment of special rules 
forthe trades which were inquired into, 
and in regard to which, so far, nothing 
had been done. He instanced bronzing 
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and paper staining. The questions 
of air space, ventilation, overcrowding, 
heated rooms, and flaring gas jets were 
familiar to every reformer in the House. 
These were the evils which the Factory 
Acts were designed to meet. On these 
evils many eloquent passages had been 
written, but none more eloquent than 
were to be found in the Blue-book issued 
last week as to the difficulty of getting 
conditions suitable to the health and 
welfare of young girls where no dust 
was generated. How much more difficult 
must it be in cases where the industry 
was carried on under dusty conditions, 
and how much more necessary to have 
good ventilation, good air space, and no 
overcrowdiug in industries where there 
was dust. Bronzing and paper staining 
weve both dusty industries. Bronze dust 
was constantly fying about in the atmos- 
phere. He maintained in connection with 
these industries there ought to be some 
sort of standard of ventilation. Although 
a Report on the subject was issued four 
years azo, nothing had been done. He 
should like to read to the Committee an 
extract from the Report for 1898, where 
Mr. Sydney Smith says— 


One eirl who bad milk supplied twice 
daily, was satermes from severe mausea, and 
ovhe, symptoms of copper poison ne, at the 
‘ime ofiny visit. She tad no: beea eaploved 
move cum thiree months. Her mocher, whom 
}auce saw, told ine that previously she 
hed eatoved the best of health, but since 
woo ime with Che beouze she liad saffeced from 
loss of saupetile, diz piins In the head, 
constipacion, and sicktess. | 
These facts were not new. An exactly 
similar statement of facts was brought 


before the right hon. Gentleman some 
time ago, and yet, as he had said, nothing 
had been done. ‘Che next trade to which 
he wished to refer was that of inflam- 
mable paints, where there was one of the 
clearest cases possible for interference by 
the State. These quick-drying paints, 
which are used principally for ships, 
have for their base a spirit, instead of 
oil. He remembered that the Com- 
mittee took a sample and had it analysed, 
with the result that it was found to have 
a flashing point below 45 degrees Fahr. 
He guaranteed that the atmosphere of 
that House was more than 45 degrees, ana 
if that was so it could easily be imagined 
how dangerous such a paint as that must 
be for those using it. ‘The substance was 
so inflammable that a gallon of it diffused 
in the air would make forty-eight cubic 
feet of air absolutely inflammable. Cases 
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of severe burning constantly occurred. 


On account of the ignorance of the people | 


substances of this kind were constantly 
used in confined places, such as bunkers 
and the holds of vessels, where artificial 
light was required. The Committee made 
five distinct recommendations. They 
recommended that these inflammable 
paints should not be used (1) in any 
confined space ; (2) where artificial light 
other than electric light was used ; (3) 
for a longer period than five hours a day, 
nor more than two and a-half hours at a 
time ; (4) by any young person; (5) by 
less than three men without the foreman 
visiting them every hour. With regard 
to the question of file cutting, the Report 
issued last week (page 306) says— 

“Tt will be noticed that in this industry the 
percentage of severe attacks is highest. The 
number of chronic cases is very large. The 
number of cases in which paralysis appears as 
a symptom is greatly in excess of any other 
industry, and justifies what was said in the 
last annual report, that in no employment 
where lead is used do the symptoms suggest 
so much incapacitating illness as file cutting.” 
He thought it would be unnecessiry to 
go any further than that, for it must be 
obvious that file cutting was an industry 
which ought to be carried on under such 
rules as would give protection to the 
workers. Passing to the question of 
railway accidents inside factories, he said 
that last year he put a question to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary 
when an accident occurred inside a works 
at Shefiield. The right hon. Gentleman 
said there was a Royal Commission 
sitting inquiring into the subject of rail- 
way accidents, and he thought the 
question might be dealt with by them. 
He wrote to Lord James, the Chairman 
of the Commission, who thanked him 
for bringing the matter before his 
notice, but stated that, much as he would 
like to be able to interfere, he did not 
think the matter was one that came 
within the scope of his inquiry. He then 
brought the matter before the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Trade, who referred him to the Home 
Office, but the Secretary of State replied 
that he had really no jurisdiction over 
private sidings. In the Committee up- 
stairs on the Railways (Prevention of 
Accidents) Bill, he referred to what Mr. 
Whitelegge stated in evidence before the 
Royal Commission (No. 787)— 

“We do not regard a private siding as 
coming under the Factory Department, so far 
as it is outside the curtilage of the factory 
itself.” 

Mr, Tennant. 
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Mr. Hopwood, who was examined _ before 
the Royal Commission, speaking of acci- 
dents, said (No. 791)— 

“We think we do not vet the whole [cases 
reported], because it is not clear under the 
Act of Parliament that there is any obligation 
on the part of the company to report them.” 
Yet fifty-six fatal accidents occurred in 
1898, and were reported (No. 775). They 
knew perfectly well that when there was an 
obligation to report, accidents were some- 
times not reported ; and it stood to reason 
that where there was no obligation to 
revort, accidents might occur on factory 
sidings which they did not hear about at 
the Home Office. He begged the right 
hon. Gentleman to take this matter into 
consideration, because he could not help 
thinking that this was one requiring 
interference. Why had nothing been 
done? The right hon. Gentleman would 
probably say that something had been 
done. He would turn to page 18 of the 
Report, where, with regard to Bessemer 
converters, it states— 

“Tn view of the general compliance with the 

recommendations of the Committge it was not 
considered necessary to take any further steps 
for the present in the establishment of special 
rules.” 
The right hon. Gentleman would say 
they had got the recommendations 
adopted without going to the expense of 
issuing special rules. His argument 
would be that they should not go to the 
trouble and expense of issuing rules if 
they could get what they wanted in this 
way. If the desired result was secured by 
the adoption of suggestions and recom- 
mendations without friction, delay, and 
trouble, it meant that ease was purchased at 
the expense of uniformity of administra- 
tion and of security of law. The Home 
Office was abrogating the rights of its 
position ; instead of insisting upon the 
law being enforced it placed itself in the 
position of a suppliant, and that was a 
position it had no right to occupy. He 
desired also to refer to last year’s Re- 
port of the chief inspector in reference 
to the question of bronzing. On page 
136 there were these words — 

“Milk is not given to the workers engayed 
in the process except in a few cases, though | 
have been informed by several occupiers that 
formerly this was the general custom in the 
trade. Several gave as an excuse for discon- 
tinuing the practice— present trade competi- 


‘tion’; none, however, offered any objection to 
| provide milk if all were compelled to do the 


same.” 
That was just the point. If all were 
compelled to do the same, the thing would 
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be done. He would like to give another | 
illustration from the same Report— 

“A woman who had been employed for six 

months, suffering from ophthalmia and erup- 
tions on the face, complained of nausea.  I[ 
advised the manager to change her to some 
other work, which has been done with 
beneficial results.” 
Could a plainer illustration be given? If 
there had been special rules enjoining 
periodical medical examination there 
could not be the slightest doubt that the 
woman would never have had ophthalmia 
or eruptions, but as it was, if this in- 
spector had not been one of the best, the 
woman in all probability would have been 
going on still. 
Office, instead of having special rules, 
continued to rely on its power of per- 
suasion, employers might at first agree to 
its suggestions, but if in putting them into 
operation they turned out to be more 
expensive than was anticipated the em- 
ployers might then object and refuse to 
carry them out. What the public desired 
and demanded, both in the interest of the 
workers and in the interest of fairness as 
between competitive firms, was that there 
shouid be uniformity of administration 
and security of law. Mr. Sydney Smith, 
of Manchester, illustrates this need in the 
Report for 1899 ; he says— 

“At the present time some occupiers seem to 
think that any trough or bucket is a suitable 
washing convenience. Working men require 
educating somewhat in these matters, and will 
wash themselves, but require a little tempting 
and coaxing. This, at least, is my experience. 
If proper accommodation is provided at hand 
they will wash, but if the accommodation is 
defective or dirty, or even worse, we cannot 
blame them if they neglect this precaution.” 
That pointed clearly to the difficulty of 
the ordinary definition of ‘suitable and 
sufficient,” which should be met by 
special rules. Mr. Jackson, of Walsall, 
said— 

* Almost all file cutters’ shops in this dis- 
trict are low, with bad floors (usually earth), 
ill ventilated, crowded to their full legal 
capacity, and the washing accommodation 
that I have been able to get provided consists 
generally of a backet or basin with a tap some 
distance away.” 

That showed that the inspectors were at 
a great disadvantage in not having any 
legal power. Was it surprising that there 
was great difficulty in keeping the indus- 
trial population free from poisoning owing 
to the trade in which they were engaged ! 
There was another point, and that was 
one referred to in the final Report of the 
Dangerous Trades Committee, in regard 
to deaths or illness reported as being due 


{13 Juty 1900} 


Moreover, if the Home | 


7 


Service Estimates. 149 4 
to causes other than those to which they 
should really be attributed. The Com- 
mittee, on this point, reproduced in their 
report a paragraph from the Report of the 
Registrar General of Births, Deaths, and 
Marriages, in which it was stated that 
certain figures 

“leave no room for doubt that the deaths 
which are definitely certified as due to 
plumbism constitute but a small proportion of 
the deaths really due to poisoning by lead 
among workers who are exposed to its in- 
fluence.” 

The Committee made definite suggestions 
to the Home Office to the effect that when 
aman or woman died who, during any 
portion of the three months preceding 
death, had been employed in any of the 
known dangerous trades, the death should 
be reported by the registrar of deaths, 
and an investigation made in order to 
ascertain if death had occurred from 
unnatural causes. 

Again, there was the question of 
certifying surgeons. There were a number 
of these gentlemen scattered over the 
country, their duties being threefold: 
they had to certify children and young 
persons as fit for certain employments in 
factories, they had to examine other 
persons at certain stated periods and 
certify them as fit or otherwise for employ- 
ment in certain unhealthy processes ; and 
they had also to examine into and report 
upon accidents when, under certain condi- 
tions, those accidents were required by 
statute to bereported to them. Apart from 
the ditticulty under which these gentlemen 
suffered from having no legal right ofentry 
into the factories into which the young 
persons they had to certify were about to 
enter, there were other considerations 
which were worthy of attention. He 
disclaimed any intention or desire to cast 
any imputation upon these gentlemen, 
some of them eminent, many of them 
undertaking the duties out of pure zeal 
for the public service, and generally for 
very slender or totally inadequate remu- 


neration. Each factory district had its 
own certifying surgeons, who were 


invariably, as far as he was aware, chosen 


from among the local medical prac- 
titioners. Their livelihood, if they were 


high up in the profession, depended upon 
being employed by the richer people of 
the district. In an industrial district, 
such as was to be constantly met 
with in Lancashire, the West Riding, 
of Scot- 


the Midlands, or the West 
land, the richer men were almost 
entirely connected with the large 


3 L2 
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factories in the neighbourhood, either as 
managers, partners, or directors. A 
certifying surgeon was therefore con- 
stantly placed in a most difficult and in- 
vidious position; he had to choose 


between certifying as fit for employment | 


those whom he would rather see engaged 
in a harmless trade, and refusing to certify 
them, thereby giving offence, very likely, 
to one of his principal clients. 


{COMMONS} 


That was | 
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|cost had to be borne by the State, the 
|advantages to be gained—namely, the 
security of having the law administered 
by an officer in a position of perfect free- 
‘dom, the almost invaluable statistics 
which could be collected by such a staff, 
| and the inestimable benefit of uniformity 
in the administration of these delicate and 
important duties—would be cheaply pur- 
chased. 


an unfair position in which to put any | 


gentleman. There were over 2,000 of 
these certifying surgeons—in some places, 
such as Manchester or Birmingham, there 
were as many as half a dozen. How 
could five or six different gentlemen, 
without a standard to work by, be 
expected to take the same view of a given 
set of circumstances? One doctor might 
think a girl fit to be employed in a dusty 
occupation, while another, with a higher 
standard, would say she was unfit. It 
was thus impossible to obtain uniformity 
of administration in this admittedly im- 
portant department of industrial life. 
He often wondered whether the right 
hon. Gentleman was fully alive to the 
benefits to be derived from uni- 
formity of administration, but as 
he had already touched upon that 
matter, he would not weary the Com- 
mittee with a repetition of his remarks. 
He might, however, he asked what his 
counter-scheme to the present arrange- 
ment would be. He would suggest that, 
instead of appointing certifying surgeons 
to each district from each district, there 
should be an effective medical branch 
of the Home Office, that Department 
being so largely concerned in health 
questions. The excellent arrangement 
already so admirably inaugurated under 
Dr. Legge might be extended and de- 
veloped in order to meet this urgent 
necessity. There might be a_ staff of 
doctors to act directly under the instruc- 
tions of the Chief Medical Inspector of 
the Home Office, more particularly with 
regard to the standard of fitness for em- 
ployment. Many young doctors of great 
ability would be willing toserve under such 
conditions in order to gain the experience 
which could be obtained in that way. 
The fees now paid to the certifying sur- 
geons direct should be paid instead to a 
central fund and go towards the payment 
of the surgeons. The fund should be ad- 
ministered by the Home Ottice. Under such 
a scheme very little outlay, if any, would 
be required on the part of the State. But 
even if a part, or even the whole, of the 
Mr, Tennant. 


Mr. COGHILL was of opinion that 
the House of Commons was a most in- 
appropriate body to discuss the delicate 
questions which arose in connection with 
lead poisoning. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Forest of Dean 
had not only found fault with the figures, 
but he had also found fault with the Chief 
Inspector of Factories in the Northampton 
district. Nobody seemed to satisfy the 
right hon. Gentleman in that district. 
They had had a very interesting discus- 
sion before on this subject, and not only 
the inspectors, but the stipendiary magis- 
trate appointed by the late Home Secre- 
tary, were found fault with. He could 
have understood this complaint if the 
magistrate had been appointed by the 
right hon. Gentleman the present Home 
Secretary, but this magistrate was a 
Radical, and yet hon. Gentlemen opposite 
were not satisfied. He did not think that 
full justice had been done to Mr. Walms- 
ley’s Report. He said in his Report to the 
Home Office on the Stoke-on-Trent dis- 
trict — 

“fT do not think that the full benefit of the 
special rules of May and October of 1898 will 
be felt for some time to come, but with the 
introduction of the medical examination there 
has been undoubtedly a considerable improve- 
ment in the appearance of those workers who 
have to undergo such examination. On this 
point the certifying surgeon will no doubt 
have assured you of the improvement, but 
from my own observation one cannot but be 
pleased with the brighter and more cleanly 
appearance of the workers in the lead pro- 


cesses. 

It seemed to him that that was very 
important testimony coming from the 
official responsible to the Home Office. 
He went on to point out that there were 
great difficulties in keeping soap and 
other things on the premises, as there 
were always a certain number of work- 
people who would take them away. 
He thought Mr. Walmsley’s Report was a 
clear and able one as to the working of 
the special rules in the Potteries during 
the year. With regard to articles of 
leadless glaze, he wished to remind the 
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Committee that, in regard to a great 
many of them, there was a serious doubt | 
as to whether they did not contain a| 
certain amount of lead in their composi- | 
tion. He thought everyone who knew 
anything about their manufacture would 
admit that this question had by no means | 
been solved up to the present time. There 
was a very interesting meeting held not 
long ago in Cavendish Square, at which 
Canon Gore was present. As far as that 
meeting went he entirely agreed with its 
conclusions, and he should be glad to see 
them universally adopted. Following 
that meeting there was a very interesting | 
letter in the Westminster Gazette in 
regard to articles of leadless glaze, and 
stating where they could be obtained. 
As far as he had been able to ascertain 
no answer had been made to that letter in 
the columns of the /Vestminster Guzette, 
and people were _ still 
know whether they could get those 
articles sold in other shops. There 
was another important question which 
had not been referred to, and that was 
the question of foreign competition. He 
was perfectly aware that his hon. friend 


the Member for Derby was anxious that | 


something should be done by international 
agreement. If that could be done, then 
by all means let it be done, for foreign 
competition was a subject which should 
not be lost sight of in dealing with this 
question. If the question was to be dealt 
with practically, by all means let it be 
dealt with internationally, but in this 


respect he wished to point out that there | 
were a large number of restrictions in| 


force at the present time in this country 
which did not exist in the majority of 
countries abroad. The result was that 
foreign countries were allowed to send 
over here as much ware as they chose, to 
the injury of our own manufacturers. In 
his opinion that was very unfair, and was 
a grave injustice as far as our own manu- 
facturers were concerned. He thought 
that all foreign manufacturers should be 
put on the same footing as our own 
manufacturers, and whilst English manv- | 
facturers were subject to all sorts of | 
restrictions, foreigners should not be 
allowed to disregard them. A great deal | 
had been done by the new rules adopted 
by the right hon. Gentleman at the Home | 
Office, and what they wanted now was 
more time for those rules to further 
develop. These customs of the trade had 
been going on for a great number of years, 
and it was very hard indeed to get rid of | 
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them all at once. But a great improve- 
ment had taken place, and he should like 
in this respect to quote the figures. In 
1898 there were 457 cases of lead poison- 
ing, and in 1899 there were 249 cases. 
In the first three months of this year there 
were 62 cases. If the Committee would 
compare those figures with the total 
figures for all the other trades in this 
country he thought they would agree 
with him that they were not very exces- 
sive. Itmust be remembered that all the 
lead poisoning done in this country was 
not done in the Staffordshire potteries, 
for there was a large amount of lead 
poisoning in other employments in various 
parts of the country. He said that 
because, in reference to this question, 
the brunt of the criticisms had 
been directed to the potteries. If, 
therefore, they were going to put 
down lead poisoning they should do 
so over the whole country, and not simply 
in the Potteries. They were all very 
anxious to get rid of the lead poisoning 
cases, but very great difficulties existed 
in regard to the enforcement of the regu- 
lations made by the Department. It was 
found very difficult to get the workpeople 
to wash as often as they oughtto. Asa 
rule they were in a great hurry to get 
away from their work, and they did not 
devote that attention to washing that they 
ought to do. The inspector called atten- 
tion to the difficulties there were in the 
way of getting some of the women to 
wear overalls and other articles for their 
heads, because the women considered the 
precautions insisted upon unsightly, and 
they would not wear them. The inspector 
called attention to the fact that many 
manufacturers were indignant, and very 
justly indignant, at the way in which the 
women refused to wear what was pro- 
vided for them at great expense in order 
to carry out the new requirements. The 
manufacturers had been put to very con- 
siderable expense in trying to meet the 
views of the Home Office, and he claimed 
on their behalf that they had loyally 
carried out the undertaking which they 
gave to the Home Office. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The hon. Mem- 
ber, not for the first time in the course of 
our discussions on the subject of lead 
poisoning, has introduced—and he is 
generally the only hon. Member to do it 
—a tone of partisanship, and, if I may say 


| so, committed a breach of taste and good 


manners this afternoon in speaking about 
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{COMMONS} 


a drawing-room meeting at which feminine | 


diatribes were indulged in by a lot of well- 
dressed ladies. In my opinion they 
could not have been better engaged at 
that drawing-room meeting than in dis- 
cussing the means by which their poorer 
sisters could be exempted from the tragedy 
of lead poisoning. It may not be as 
pleasant as sitting on the Terrace or 
having strawberries at a garden party ; 
but I would suggest to the hon. Member 
that when the Duchess of Sutherland, who 
deeply sympathises with the sufferers 
of lead poisoning, calls a meeting of 
Members of Parliament, medical men, 
nurses, and others who are kind hearted 
and mean well, she is to be congratulated, 
and I am prepared to congratulate the 
Duchess and to pat the Countess on the 
back and say, “Good luck, and God bless 
your work.” In fact, if they hold another 
meeting, I shall be delighted to attend it 
and take tea with them. The hon. Mem- 
ber went further. 
speech of the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean was 
more fitted for the Society of Arts 
than for the House of Commons. On 
this oecasion, as on nearly every other 
occasion, the right hon Baronet has 
shown his typical knowledge and_ his 
eharacteristic sympathy, which have 
deservedly given him his world-wide 
reputation ; and if he continues to make 
such speeches—which according to the hon. 
Member are only fit for the Society of 
Arts—every working man in Staffordshire 
will bless him, and will overlook the sneers 
and insinuations of the hon. Member for 
Stoke-upon-Trent. The hon. Member also 
said that there were only two Members in 
the House of Commons who knew any- 
thing about pottery from the practical 
point of view. I do not know anything 


about pottery, but I know, as many hon. | 


Members who defend the industry know 
also, that it is not necessary that the 
House of Commons should listen only to 
a few pundits in order to be able to form 
an opinion as to the medical and 
physiological injuries connected with it, 
and which have been confirmed by every 
one of the excellent doctors of the Home 
Office medical staff in their broad and 
general details. When the hon. Member 
introduces a Radical stipendiary, I say, 
with all respect, “ Hang him.” What has 
he got to do with the physiological effects 
of lead poisoning? If the hon. Member 
will take the excellent Report and Abstract 
Mr. John Burns. 


He said that the, 
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of Labour Statistics prepared by Mr. 
Burton, who holds a brief for the 


'employers, he will agree that the state 


ments of the right ho. Baronet the 


| Member for the Forest of Dean, of the 


hon. Member for Berwickshire, and of the 
late Home Secretary have been more than 
confirmed. I do not wish to deal with any 
one appointed by the Home Office; I would 
prefer to leave that tothe HomeSecretary ; 
but as to Mr. Walmsley, to whom the 
hon. Member referred, I think it would 
do no harm if he were transferred to a 
wider and more useful sphere of opera- 
tions. The hon. Memberalsosaid that a great 
deal had been done during the last year 
or two in the pottery districts ; but that 
has been due to the fact that pressure has 
been brought to bear by the Home Secre- 
tary on factory inspectors and on em- 
ployers. The improvement which the 
hon. Gentleman admits has taken place is 
due to the very pressure that to-day he 
condemns. He urges as a reason why 
girls should suffer from lead-poisoning 
that the manufacturers have great diffi- 
culty in extending their works, but they 
have got plenty of space to enable them 
to adopt means for the healthy conduct of 
the industry. The hon. Member admits 
that the special rules have done a great 
deal of good ; but these special rules are 
the outcome of criticisms in this House, 
which he has condemned this afternoon. 
They are the outcome of the pressure 
brought to bear in this House in the years 
1892 and 1893. Irishmen say, “ Who 
fears to speak of 98 ?” I am delighted to 
speak of ’93, and the excellent work which 
was then done by the Home Secretary. 
3ut because the special rules have done 
so much, is that any reason why we 
should not abolish arbitration in relation 
to them, which would carry us ever so 
much further? The hon. Member used 
that blessed phrase “foreign competi- 


tion.” I must tell the hon. Member 
that doctors do not agree with 


him as regards foreign competition. 
They have proved to the Home Secretary 
that in the matter of dealing with lead 
poisoning our foreign competitors are 
better than we are, and surely what is 
good enough for a German is good enough 
for a Briton, and even if these rules 
should affect competition to the extent of 
a few thousands a year, it would not last 
long. I rely on the skill of our work- 
men and the energy of our manu- 
facturers to make up for it by adapting 
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their industry to the new conditions. 
Wherever restrictions have been imposed 
they have always resulted in permanent 
benefit. The only thing the hon. Mem- 
ber did say that had either justice or 
sympathy in it was his reference to re- 
fractory workpeople ; but I should like to 
point out to the hon. Member that the 
masters are responsible for that. If the 
lead workers persistently disobey the 
factory rules, and in so doing impose on 
themselves and others physical disa- 
bilities, let one or two of them be sacked, 
and that danger will soon be put a stop 
to. [am done with the hon. Member 
and will pass from him to a doctor. Will 
the House of Commons listen to a few 
facts on the authority of a medical man? 
The tragedy of this story is almost appal- 
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ling. There is in Staffordshire a Dr. 
Prendergast. He is a properly qualified 


man, and has written several treatises on 
lead poisoning. He is trusted by the 
workers, and he is the doctor for the 
men’s Union and their Friendly Society, 
and as a rule workers select the best 
men of the medical profession for this 
class of work. Listen to his story. 
On 21st March, 1900, at a meeting of 
Friendly Societies in Staffordshire, Dr. 
Prendergast made a remarkable speech 
based on cases not taken from the Duily 
Muil or any other sensaticnal rag of that 
kind, but from his ewn clinical nete-book, 
the result of his two years observation. 
He had 285 cases of lead poisoning in 
that period, of which 162 were women. 
Of these 12 were totally blind, 7 were 
insane,+6 were partially blind ; or 65 out 
of the 162 were either blind, partially 
blind, or insane. Of the 123 men 4 were 
totally blind, 26 were partially blind, and 
75 were completely paralysed. I[ say to 
the House of Commons that that bald 
statement from the clinical note-book of 
that doctor is good enougn to justify 
meetings in every drawing-room in 
England, Scotland, Ireland, and Wales. 
Of these 285 men and women 170 were 
either blind, partially blind, insane, or 
paralysed. Eleven had died, and there- 
fore out of the total 181 were either dead, 
blind, partially blind, or paralysed. 
Twenty-one of the 162 women had 80 


miscarriages of children due to lead 
poisoning, and 24 of the children | 
born alive of these women died from 


convulsions in the first year of their 
infantile life. These are plain faets from 
the elinical note-book of a doetor who, 
from his position, is qualified to speak, 
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and if the ladies of England will continu® 
to hold drawing-room meetings, and i 

doctors will continue to make speeches of 
that character, I say, “God bless the 
ladies, and good luck to the doctors!” 
Here is another illustration from the 
same doctor. Speaking of the destructive 
evils of lead poisoning, he stated that 
thirty cases had been treated with the 
electric bath and twenty had been cured, 
at an average cost of £14 each. If the 
hon. Member for Stoke-on-Trent wants to 
help his trade, let him spend £14 per man 
who has lead poisoning, in removing the 
causes that have made lead poisoning pos- 
sible ; and if he does that he will find that 
there is a saving in running the factories, 

and there need be no fear of foreign com- 
petition. His own speech indicates that 
these improvements can be brought about 
by better fans and better ventilation, and 
I would like to add by higher wages and 
shorter hours. Are Dr. Prendergast’s 
ghastly figures true, or are they not ? The 
point that concerns me is that there are 
far too many of these cases of poisoning 
at the present moment; and it is the 
duty of the House of Commons to devise 
some means by which they can be 
lessened. When I went a few minutes 
ago on to the Terrace I saw a dream of 
fair women which might appeal to the 
heart of any man, and I could not help 
contrasting these beautiful, weil-dressed, 
fine-set-up, and, I believe, sympathetic 
women with the condition of the poor 
women in the potteries, of the same flesh 
and blood, as pictured by Drs. Oliver and 
Thorpe; the only difference between 

them being that the one earns the profit 
and the other spends it. I am positively 
convinced that if these fair women on 
the Terrace could only realise the awful 

conditions under which their sisters in 

the potteries are compelled to labour, 
there is no sacrifice they would not 
make to improve them. I appeal to the 
hon. Member for Stoke-on-Trent whether 
this lead poisoning can be stopped. Let us 
go to Drs. Oliver and Thorpe. They say 
that the use of raw lead is not necessary 
either for colour or brilliancy, and that 
even where it is necessary it is used in ex- 
cessive proportion for the production of 
proper work, that fritted lead can be used, 
and that for most kinds of ware suitable 
leadless glazes are now availabie. I 
believe that if the Home Secretary, with 
that kindliness of heart which distin- 
guishes him, would only take up the sug- 
gestions of Drs. Oliver and Thorpe, and 
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rigorously enforce them, the number of 
cases of lead poisoning would be halved 
in two years. In this way no damage 
would be done to the trade, and the worst 
manufacturers would be brought up to the 
level of the best. All through the doctors’ 
Report there is evidence that they are 
wrestling strenuously with the bad manu- 
facturers, and the non-enthusiastic in- 
spectors, to bring the trade up to a proper 
level. The hon. Member for Stoke-on 
Trent says that all the lead poisoning does 
not belong to Staffordshire. According 
to Mr. Burton there were 4,703 workers 
liable to lead poisoning, or one in every 
ten, of those employed in Staffordshire. 
Taking the figures for 1897 and 1898, with 
their 386 or 400 cases of lead poisoning, it 
would only take twelve years to have the 
whole of the 4,703 affected with lead 
poisoning in one form or another. That 
squares with Dr. Prendergast, and con- 
firms the Home Office, and is, generally 
speaking, eloquent of the fact that the 
hon. Member for Stoke-on-Trent does not 
know everything about lead poisoning, 
and does not know much about the Home 
Office. In the abstract of statistics in 
the inspector’s Report, I find that there 
were in 1899, 1,258 cases of lead poison- 
ing in all trades ; $; and in 
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in 1898, 1,278; 
1897, 1,214. Making every allowance for 
suspensions, there has been practically 
no improvement at all; and there will be 
no improvement in this evil until the 
spirit of the speech of the hon. Member 
for Stoke-on-Trent is crushed out in 
Staffordshire, until women inspectors 
are appointed, until the worst mann- 
facturers are brought up to the level 
of the best, until the recommendations 
of Drs. Oliver and Thorpe are adopted, 
until the Home Office rules are enforced 
most rigidly, until all special rules are 
got rid of, until arbitration is abolished, 
and until absolute conditions are im- 
posed on manufacturers from which there 
shall be no appeal to arbitration, the 
same as in other industries. I think 
that in this questioi of lead poisoning the 
time has arrived for calling an inter- 
national conference. We suggested it in 
the Grand Committee on Trade in 1892 
and 1893. I know of no subject on which 
an international conference would be 
more heartily welcomed by all the nations 
of the world than a conference which 
would fix the maximum number of hours 
for workers in lead, and the exemption of 
women from labour at certain periods of 


Mr. John Burns. 
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their lives, and raise the standard of 
ventilation. If the Government could 
send Lord Pauncefote to the Hague to 
an international tribunal to regulate the 
conditions of war, I see no reason why 
there should not be an international 
tribunal to regulate the conditions of 
peaceful industry. I leave lead poison- 
ing and come to other branches of the 
Home Office work. I say it with the 
greatest pleasure that the Home Secre- 
tary has given us this year a Report which 
fully deserves the encomiums that have 
been passed upon it. I wish he would in 
future introduce into it more of these 
admirable comparative tables and 
diagrams which appear this year. We 
want an index, and a medical summary, 
so that we may get at the facts much 
more easily than we can now. The right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean quoted Dr. Rawdon 
Smith. I do not believe that that doctor 
is sympathized with by the Home Secre- 
tary. Dr. Rawdon Smith celivered a 
speech which led one to believe that he 
was pulling the Home Office by the ear, 
and that whatever he wanted the Home 
Secretary to do for the manufacturers, he 
had only to whisper it and it was done. 
Had Ianything to do with the matter, 
Dr. Rawdon Smith and his intimidatory 
language would not be long tolerated ; I 
would be prepared to treat him in the 
way he deserves. There is evidence of 
slowness of improvement during the last 
two or three years in certain branches of 
the Factory Acts Administration. There 
is also evidence of the fact that yood 
trade means many deaths. High wages 
very frequently mean very low vitality. 
The Home Secretary must see that good 
trade and high wages, and even indif- 
ference on the part of workmen, do not 
lead to breaches of either sanitary laws 
or factory administration. I would sug- 
gest that when trade is good the pressure 
on masters and men should increase with 
the rising prosperity. Whatever else it 
discloses, the Report indicates that 
we have not worsened trade or 
diminished the number of factories 
and workshops. I wish to direct the 
attention of the House of Commons to 
what the cost is of all this good trade and 
prosperity—to the casualty list not from 
South Africa, but from the battlefields of 
industry. Last year 6,531 men met 
their deaths on our railways, in our 
mines, and in our factories and. workshops, 
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or about 400 more than the year before. | pardoned for saying so, I think the hon. 


Beyond that, the report of the Home 
Oftice indicates an enormous increase in 
the number of accidents. The minor 
accidents jumped up from 38,335 to 
47,989 ; accidents reported to certifying 
surgeons showed an increase of from 
19,227 to 22,711; fatal accidents, an in 
crease from 727 to 871. All this indi- 
cates that, though much has been done 
hy the Home Office, there is much more 
todo. We have got to do everything in 
our power to stop this casualty list. I 
say that the Home Office should not allow 
the number of all reported accidents, 
apart from the 6,531 killed, to jump up 
from 57,562 to the enormous total of 
70,760, as they did last year. Whether 
we do our duty or not, whether the 
Home Office officers administer 
powers under existing legislation more 
vigorously or not, of this I am certain: 
that all doctors are agreed that there are 
too many deaths and too many accidents, 
and that lead-poisoning ought todisappear. 
I rejoice that we have reached the stage 
when, with hardly a single exception, 
hoth sides of the House look upon this 
disease and slaughter and accident as 
more or less preventible. 
“Before man made us citizens, great 
Nature made us man.” 

For the sake of our manhood, we ought 
to make such statistics as those of Dr. 
Prendergast impossible. We ought to 
strengthen the Home Secretary’s hands 
in reducing the terrible tale of disease, in- 
jury, and death ; and to co-operate with 
the Home Office in doing everything in 
our power to place the army of British 
workmen where it ought to be—in the 
forefront of industrial production. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): , 


This question of lead poisoning in the 
Potteries has been so thoroughly and 
exhaustively dealt with that I will confine 
my remarks, for the most part, to the 
kindred occupation of match making. All 
that has been said by previous speakers as 
to the terrible results of lead poisoning 
applies with equal if not with increased 
force to the results of phosphorus poison- 
ing. 
for Berwick brought a deputation to see 
the Home Secretary in regard to lead 
poisoning, I was very much struck by the 
marked effect on the Home Secretary of 
the terrible instances presented to his 
notice, the very women themselves who 
were in a critical condition. If [I may be 


their | 


I remember when the hon. Member | 


Member for Stoke-on-Trent has been 
somewhat severely dealt with, for some of 
his remarks in regard to the lead industry 
were very much to the point and practi- 
cally true. There are great difficulties in 
securing a leadless glaze which will be at 
once effective and certain, and therefore I 
am not one of those who attack indiscrimi- 
nately the manufacturersin the Pottery 
‘districts. I know that the question of 
foreign competition comes in, and we 
should press the Home Secretary strongly’ 
to use all his influence in the direction of 
bringing about an international conference 
in order that some agreement may be 
come to among manufacturers here and in 
foreign countries as to the use of lead and 
other matters connected with the industry. 
Of late persons employed in the match- 
making trade have been somewhat over- 
looked, and for this reason: that some: 
ten or eleven years ago there was a great 
outery in the press with reference to the 
terrible disease to which those who work 
in phosphorus are  subject—namely, 
necrosis, or phossy jaw. The agitation 
has not been heard of for some time,. 
owing to the fact that one or two of the 
large manufacturers have adopted an. 
amorphous form of phosphorus, and that 
in these factories the amount of phos- 
phorism generally, and necrosis in_par- 
ticular, has decreased to some extent. 
With reference to the Report which has 
been so highly praised, a remark has been 
made in regard to the want of an index. 
We should be glad to have an index, but 
if the preparation of an index were to 
delay the issue of the Report until it is 
practically useless to us, then I would 
rather do without the index. The new 
rules which apply to lucifer match-making 
have been amended by arbitration, but | 
would like to point out, as I did on a 
previous occasion, that the arbitration is 
one-sided. Those mainly concerned, the 
workpeople, have nothing whatever to do 
with the matter. The Home Office ap- 
pointed one man, the manufacturers 
another ; then they fixed upon a third, 
as umpire. But what occurred when 
these special rules, of which I have reason 
to complain, were framed? The manu- 
facturers withdrew their man—a very 
distinguished Member of this House—and 
| the umpire was told that his services were 
no* required ; and the result was that the 
Home Office nominee sat as sole arbi- 
trator—a gentleman who sat on 
a previous occasion in connection. 
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with the old Factory Acts, and had not is the fact that the periodical examination 


the confidence of the workers. Now, we 
have to protect our workers—-not that I 
think the manufacturers should not be 
amply and fairly protected. They are. 
But these rules were framed, as the Home 
Secretary himself acknowledged, upon the 
lowest basis ; and then they went before 
the sole arbitrator, by whom they were 
whittled down to practically nothing at 
all. When on a previous occasion I ad- 
mitted that, in my opinion, the rules, 
taken as a whole, were a slight improve- 
ment on the previous rules, the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean seemed to be opposed to that 
opinion. Since then I have gone carefully 
into the matter, and I am prepared to 
admit that all the improvements in the 
rules are not of any importance. In the 
phosphorus industry, as I shall call it, 
the main conditions which affect the 
workers are ventilation and cleanliness. 
In regard to ventilation, we find this 
extraordinary state of things. Rule »°, 
after specifying what the ventilation 
should be, goes on to say, “ Unless the 
use of fans is dispensed with by order, in 
writing, by the Chief Inspector.” There- 
fore, the absolute power is practically put 
into the hands of the Chief Inspector of 
overruling the opinion of the distinguished 
experts who, after careful inquiry into 
the case, had framed the original rules. 


Rule 3 refers to mixing, dipping, 
and drying — the most important 


processes in the manufacture of matches. 
It says that the boxing is not to be done 
until the matches are thoroughly dry, 
and then it must be done in a separate 
room. A distinction is drawn between 
matches that are dry, and those that 
are not thoroughly dry. We have 
it on the authority of the inspectors 
that it is impossible to frame a detinition 
of a thoroughly dry match. The 
evidence goes to show that, so far as 
wax matches are concerned, there is no 
danger, but in regard to other matches it 
is impossible to define what is a dry 
match. It will be seen by these rules 
that the whole welfare of those who work 
in phosphorus depends upon the three 
processes of mixing, dipping, and drying ; 
and in all of these processes the question 
of ventilation is of the greatest import- 
ance. And yet the Chief Inspector has 
the power of altering the rules regarding 
ventilation! But really the most im- 
portant point in connection with the rules 


Cupta: n Norton, 


\ 


of the workers by a surgeon has been dis- 
pensed with. In the rules we gain a 
little in one direction, and lose largely in 
another. There is a gain in the provision 
of antiseptics for the workers to wash in, 
but that is as nothing, placed against the 
fact that periodical examination by a 
surgeon is done away with, for the latter 
gives up altogether the question of phos- 
phorism. Much experience has been 
gained in Germany and Austria in regard 
to the conditions of the match industry, 
and in these countries it is acknowledged 
on all hands—an opinion which, it is im- 
portant to note, Dr. Whitelegge, the Chief 
Inspector, himself endorses—that phos- 
phorus has a _ deteriorating — effect 
upon the constitution generally, over 
and above the creation of necrosis, 
or phossy jaw, from which the workers 
are so liable to suffer. I am _ prepared 
to admit that, given the worker who works 
in phosphorus, who has sound teeth, the 
chances are aitogether against that indi- 
vidual getting phossy jaw if he or she 
takes the proper precautions, or of their 
having their general health deteriorated 
hy phosphorism. But it is an undoubted 
fact that there are cases where the 
workers have not suffered from necrosis, 
but have suffered from the general effects 
of phosphorus on the system. My hon. 
friend the Member for Battersea has 
referred to the disastrous effect of it on 
women in a delicate state of health—a 
peculiar effect which naturally in the long 
run leads to the breaking down of the 
woman’s constitution. We find that 
owing to the periodical examination by 
the surgeon being done away with, we 
have the surgeon placed in a secondary 
position, underneath the dentist. 
Periodical examination still takes place by 
the dentist, but no case is brought to the 
knowledge of the surgeon unless, as it 
were, the dentist passes it on to him. 
One other remark in regard to these rules. 
No. 12 refers to the question of washing. 
We find here that a trough of enamelled 
iron 0 galvanised iron is substituted for 
the old single basins. Now Miss Squire, 
Her Majesty’s Inspector, in her Report 
to the Chief inspector for 1898, page 160, 
uses the following words with reference 
to this point— 


“There was a determination on the part of 
many of the women not to wash their faces in 
troughs used by other women, a determina- 
tion it was impossible not to respect ” 
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It is well known that in all these 
dangerous trades one of the difficulties with 
which the employers have to contend is 
the gross carelessness of the employees, 
and to make them realise the necessit7 
of washing, and the use of various equip- 
ments which are essential to those who 
work in these trades. Take the washing 
regulations in Rule 12. Almost everybody 
objected to the trough system, and it was 
a monstrous thing to introduce that 
system where the bulk of the employees 
had a distinct objection to it. I know 
that one of the points which will be raised 
by the Home Secretary will be that he 
has been cramped so far as these rules 
are concerned. But I would ask that there 
should be an amendment to the rules 
and procedure, in order that the standard 
may be higher. These rules are rendered 
lower still owing to this system of arbi- 
tration in which the employees have no 
part or voice whatever. All that has been 
said by previous speakers in connection 
with the pottery industry applies with even 
greater force to those engaged in the phos- 
phorus trade, because it has been clearly 
shown in this particular trade that a 
remedy is possible, and possible without 
great difficulty being placed in the way of 
the manufacturers. 
Diamond match manufactory at Liverpool, 
when first these rules were brought out, 
came up and gave evidence in favour 
of the rules, and were quite ready to 
adopt them; and what is sufficient 
for one manufacturer should be good 
enough for another. Yet you give inspec- 
tors power under the rules to draw dis- 
tinctions between manufacturers. What 
we want is to see all placed on the same 
basis. I know that in Switzerland and 
other countries better rules obtain than 
obtain at the present moment in this 
country. Therefore I am_ inclined to 
believe that if the right hon. Gentleman 
would make some effort in the direction 
of an international agreement a good 
result would be achieved. It is not less 
desirable when drawing up a new set of 
rules to see that those rules are not 
meddled with by arbitration, as they have 
been on previous occasions. 
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*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) 
thought, after the very important discus- 
sion which had taken place, he might be 
permitted to draw the attention of the 
Home Secretary to another subject, to 
which the right hon. Gentleman had given 
some attention, but to which he hoped he 
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would give more. The subject to which 
he referred was that of the fruit-preserving 
industry, a subject in which he was in- 
terested, and with regard to which in the 
previous session he had the honour to 
call the attention of the House. It ap- 
peared to him that there was a danger of 
the indulgence with regard to overtime, 
which was given necessarily to a certain 
extent, extending to other parts of the 


same industry, so that what might 
be a pardonable indulgence, if it was 
limited to a single class of work, 


might become unpardonable when ex- 
tended. On this occasion he desired to 
confine himself entirely to the evidence 
of the inspectors of the Home Office itself, 
and would commence by asking attention 
to this paragraph of the Report of the 
ase year— 

“The washing of bottles for fruit- -presery ing 
is now added to the purposes for which ‘ over- 
time’ is allowed, on the grounds that ‘ bottles 
for fruit-preserving purposes had to be supplied 
in large quantities at certain seasons, that the 
dates of delivery could not always be fixed 
long beforehand, that the washing had to be 
done very shortly before the time of actual 
delivery, that overtime under Section 53 of 
Factory and Workshops Act, 1878 (amended 
by Sections 14 and 37 of Factory and Work:- 
shops Act, 1895) was allowed in several similar 
cases, etc.’ Accordingly, women may now be 
employed in this from 6 a.m. to 8 p.m., or 
7am. to9 p.m., or 8 a.m. to 10 p.m., with two 
hours allowed for meals, and not more than 
three days in one week and more than thirty 
days in one year. But then, they may work 
overtime in other works, and so may have a 
much larger overtime in the year. 

That, perhaps, did not sound so bad. But 
the chief lady inspector (page 266 of the 
Report) said--— 

“ No experience since the materials for last 
year’s Report were gathered and suminarised 
has tended to modify my opinion that it is 
urgently required to bring the fruit-preserving 
industry, without any exemption, within the 
veneral regulations of the Acts.’ 

That was the testimony of the chief lady 
inspector, not an adverse witness. The 
year had undoubtedly been a year of 
disappointments to those interested in 
the fruit-preserving and kindred indus- 
tries, because they had hoped and 
expected, after the discussion in the 
previous year and the sympathy expressed 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Home 
Secretary and his offer to protect the 
most unprotected, the children and young 
women, that this year legislation would 
be brought in to deal with the subject. 
The right hon, Gentleman brought in a 
Bill, it was true, but nothing more had 
been heard of it. Perhaps the reception 
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it met with did not encourage the right 
hon. Gentleman to go further ; but had 
the right hon. Gentleman had greater 
courage and pressed the Bill to a Second 
Reading, it was possible that Amendments 
might have been made on which legisla- 
tion might have been made. As it was, 
the position was the same now as it was 
last year, except that a few new rules had 
been made. No permanent progress had 
been made, and as the Report for 1899 
was necessarily meagre, he was driven 
back to the Annual Report of 1898 for his 
facts. Miss Paterson and Miss Deane 
report that— 

“It is not possible to have an accurate 
appreciation of the work of a jam factory 
without bearing in mind that almost every 
worker may be employed at one time or another 
in every part of every process which is carried 
on in the factory; thus (7) we have found 
girls employed in pouring hot jam who were 
employed on the previous afternoon in candy- 
ing peel, and the previous night in bottle- 
Wi ashing.’ . 

All very homely occupations, 
exhausting to young natures. 

“(b) We have found little girls earrying and 
stacking jars of jam, at night, whe during the 
day had been employed in making potted 
meat.” 


but very 


So that some children were engaged upon 
one thing during the day and upon 
another at night. 


**(c) We have found young girls making con- 
fectionery who went daily at the close of their 
normal hours to work in the jam-boiling 
room. 

“(d) We have found virls employed in the 
warehouse in covering and labelling jam, who 
for two hours in the early morning and two 
hours late at night, and on Saturday after- 
noons, were busy bottling fruit.” 


The Committee would see that in all these 
cases the necessary indulgence which was 
given for certain purposes was about to 
be turned in this way into an unneces- 
sary and a harmful indulgence. The 
Report continued— 


“ We have found a woman washing bottles, 
who, the day before our visit, had been engaged 
in unpacking and stac king clean jars, fre- 
quently attended to the ‘ wooseberry machine,’ 
and when not so employed peeling onions in the 
pickle-making room. These are not isolated 
instances, but are ex: unples of the conditions 
in the majority of factories.” 


In the subsidiary remarks of one of the 
inspectors she said— 

“A table of the hours found to have been 
worked in a large factory in the week previous 
to our visit, and on the first three days of the 
week in which we visited. This vives a total 
of eighty-six hours (actual) exclusive of meals 
for seven days in one week.” 


Mr. Talbot. 


{COMMONS} 


labour. 
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Here is a reported example of Sunday 
The inspectors continued—- 

“Owing in part to the moist state of the 
atmosphere, and the continual dripping of the 
condensed steam, but still more to the amount 
of water used, we have found the floors often 
unnecessarily wet, and in addition slippery 
with decaying vegetable refuse. No laundry 
floors equal those of most jam factories for 
wetness and dilapidation. Again, the existence 
ofanexemption puts these matters beyond con- 
trol, just when such control is most nee-ssary.” 
So that he was perfectly accurate in 
saying that this laxity of administration 
was unfair to those who tried to carry out 
the law. The better class of manufae- 
turers desired to carry out the law, and 
would do so but for the laxity of adminis- 
tration, which is only employed by the 
lower and worst class, which he was sure 
it is not the intention of the Committee to 
encourage. The inspectors continued 

“The repeal of the present ‘total exemp- 
tion’ seetion—which makes it impossible to 
gauge accurately the full extent of the over- 
work, while it complicates all attempts to con- 
trol effectually the conditions under which 
persons nominally working in ‘regulated 
departinents are employed—would, we believe, 
be welcomed by the better class of manu- 
facturers. 

‘“This will leave the special exemption 
section, permitting sixty occasions of overtime 
annually for women in these factories, un- 
touched. It would be well to ensure, in view 
of this double quantity of overtime, that when 
this special exemption is claimed, the other 
special exemption permitting thirty occasions 
of overtime in warehouses and in bottle- 
washing cannot also be legally taken advan- 
tage of. 

‘This would also put an end to the over- 

work of young persons under eighteen years, 
which is such a prominens result of the present 
total exemption.” 
He had now laid before the Committee 
the whole of the documentary evidence 
with which he proposed to trouble them. 
He thought he had made out a case for, 
at any rate, greater vigilance upon the 
part of the right hon. Gentleman. Much 
might be said for and against the pro- 
tection of adult men, but what he was 
contending for was protection for a class 
whom everyone wished to see protected 
and who could not protect themselves, 
and it was with that view he had brought 
this matter to the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton): The afternoon has been absorbed 
by an important discussion with regard 
to saving human life, and the hygiene of 
workshops, factories, and potteries. I 
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desire to call attention to one very im- 
portant subject in connection with saving 
the wages of the workers. I should like 
to ask for an expression of opinion from 
the right hon. Gentleman the Home 
Secretary as to the policy of the Home 
Office on this matter. We have had now 
three years experience of the Truck Act 
of 1896—I desire to say nothing of the 
Truck Acts of 1831 and 1887, which 
had for their object the prevention of 
payment of wages in kind, because I 
consider those were excellent Acts, and 
they have been administered for the pro- 
tection of the workers, and the inspectors 
and the Governments have been able to 
stamp out abuses which were rampant in 
the country so many years ago, which 
resulted in lowering wages. The right 
hon. Baronet the Member for Forest of 
Dean drew attention to the Donegal 
case, a breach of the Truck Act, 
1831, and was justified in calling atten- 
tion to what has taken place in 
Ireland in that respect. I should 
now like to ask the Home Secretary 
if he would state to the Committee the 
reason why he has not thought fit to give 
exemptions to certain important trades in 
the country which applied for those ex- 
emptions in 1897. We know how it came 
about that the exemption section crept 
into the Act. It was introduced after the 
report stage, owing to pressure brought to 
bear upon the Lancashire Members by the 
operatives of the cotton spinners. The 
hon. Member for Stockport, who now 
sits on this side of the House, had 
an Amendment to reject the Bill which 
he withdrew on the understanding 
that the 9th section should take 
its place. I have in my hand a list 
showing fifteen important trades which 
have applied for exemption, and according 
to this list only one trade has had exemp- 
tion given to it—the cotton spinners of 
Lancashire and Yorkshire. I contend 
that it is very unfair administration by 
the Home Office to give one section of the 
workers exemption under Section 9, and 
to refuse it to other large industries 
where the employers and the employed 
have applied for it. When the Act 
passed the House in its third reading | 
ventured to make a prediction that the 
Act could not be applied to the heavy 
trades throughout the country, such as 
the iron, steel, and engineering trades, 
That prediction has been fulfilled, 
dead then 


a = letter. I 
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that Section 2, which deals with damaged 
goods, would work hardship on the least 
united traders of the country, and any- 
body who reads the Reports of the last 
three years will see that that is the fact. 
I desire first to call attention to a test 
case that was cried in Ireland last year 
under the Truck Act of 1896, and the 
proceedings were taken by the inspec- 
tor, where a factory girl was found talk- 
ing in the factory and fined. The magis- 
trate upheld the fine, much to the horror 
of the Home Office. Was it to be ex- 
pected that women and young girls should 
work for twelve hours in a factory with- 
out talking? And because they talk 
they are fined. The girl worked in 
the constituency of the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone, but I do not know 
whether at the time she was discussing 
his conduct as a Member of this House. 
But to ask girls and women to work like 
dumb dogs for twelve hours is, in my 
opinion, a most disgraceful thing. In re- 
spect to Section 2 | must compliment the 
lady inspectors ; [believe we have in them 
most’ excellent workers, who have en- 
deavoured to administer and to see that 
the Act is administered. Miss Squire, 
who has taken a most active part in the 
administration, has reported on those 
maiters. In the Report of 1897, she 


say s— 


“Two points have come out with special 
force in the year’s experience of deductions or 
payments in respectof damage due to bad or 
negligent work, or injury by the worker to 
materials or other property of the employers. 
The first is the highly teehnical knowledge 
that must be gradually acquired by Her 
Majesty's inspectors as to the nature of the 
work and manufactured materials in the 
manifold industries under inspection in order 
to enable them to forin an independent judg- 
ment us to what in fact constitutes bad or 
negligent work by the employed. ‘The second 
is the immense difliculty of determining what 
are the essential circumstances which shall be 
held to decide the question, what is fair and 
reasonable deductions—that is, within the 
outside limits of estimated loss of the employer 
and (at common law) of the direct natural 
consequence of the negligence. 

“The actual or estimated damage or Joss 
oecasioned by the employers often, where 
costly materials are used or the process is an 
intricate one, equals a sum which it would 
take the worker weeks or montis to earn. 

“Two illustrations may be given out of 
many cases which have come before me : 

‘In a worsted spinning mill some damaged 
yarn oceasioned a loss of £2 16s. to the firm ; 
the damage was attributed to two spinners, 
young girls earning $s. Gd. a week. These 


: : i two were required to pay the sum between 
because in the heavy industries the Act | 41 :  e8 
° . | 


said | 


them, and to suffer a deduction of 6d. per week 
each from their wages until the whole was 
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paid. This means to each girl a loss exceed- 


ing three weeks wages. 

“Steam laundry washing machine packed 
costly silk underelothing damaged by a small 
green bag, got into the machine and coloured 
the garments. Damage £10. The women 
responsible earned 2s. 6d. per day. The 
employer observed there was nothing in the 
Truck Act to prevent his charging the whole 
amount to the worker.” 


What I want to know is, whether it was 
the intention of the Home Office when 
they passed this second section that these 
serious deductions should be made from 
the wages of these workers for any 
damage that they might do, or might be 
held to have done to the goods. Now, in 
the Report of 1898, Miss Squire further 
says— 

‘* Nothing is more striking than the great 
divergence in practices and opinion with 
regard to fines. 

**In some factories and workshops long lists 
are exhibited of rules, each accompanied by a 
fine for non-compliance, and should these lists 
be criticised the employer fights for the reten- 
tion of each fine as if the very existence of the 
works depended upon it, drawing a terrible 
picture of the lawlessness and disorder which 
would prevail were fines not inflicted, while in 
other factories and workshops of the same 
class, and where as many or more persons are 
employed, fines are unknown, and the manage- 
ment tells you there is no need of them. 

“It is probable that the system of fining 
itself creates the need which it supplies. Be 
this as it may, it is certain the secret is one of 
good management. Some managers, foiemen, 
or forewomen seem to maintain order by their 
mere presence at the works, others only by 
severe pains and penalties. 

“When the employer has allowed himself to 
be persuaded to abolish fines his verdict after 
a trial has so far always been favourable, and 
it is to be hoped more will try the expert- 
ment and thus encourage the growth of honour 
and esprit de corps among employers.” 


Again, Miss Squire says— 

“Girls and women’s waves are, as a rule. 
so pitiably low as to leave no marvin foi 
making good damaye done to work entrusted 
to them. 

*« As instances of charves for damaved work, 
which, althongh not equal in amount to the 
loss oceasioned by the emplovers, are yet not 
tair and reasonabie if the amonnt of waves is 
considered, the following may be viven 


Deduction 


jaa tiie Waves rf 
Kind of Work. , MS lor 
Earned. 
Damace. 
d. & a. 
One shirt ne “ Qh 2 6 
Six pinafores__... aS 5.6 
Two doz. hunting ties... 5. ... 14 0 
Four doz. collars a ia 


I say that any law which permits an 

employer of labour to deduct from the 

wages of girls such large sums as_ these, 

in view of the small sums paid in wages, 

is one which the Home Office should not 
Mr. Jonathan Samuel. 
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tolerate but should bring in a Bill to 
repeal. We had a case tried this year in 
Scotland, in one of the sheriff courts, and 
I wish to draw the attention of the House 
to it, for it is a serious case. This was a 
case tried by order of the inspector. A 
girl was off work one day due to the 
illness of her mother. Under the rules 
on the placard posted up in pursuance of 
the Truck Act it was provided that if an 
employee lost a day she was liable to be 
fined a day’s wages. This poor girl was 
earning Gnly 7s. a week, and she lost a 
day’s pay in consequence of being off 
work. That reduced her wages to 5s. 7d. 
She was fined 1s. 3d. for being off, and 
thus her wages were reduced to the 
pitiable sum of 4s. 4d. This case was 
taken into court, and there is an account 
of it in this year’s Report by the Chief 
Factory Inspector, at page 279. The 
sheriff decided in favour of the em- 
ployers. He held that it was legal under 
the Truck Act to deduct 1s. 3d. from 
the girls wages. If you make it 
legal to deduct from this unprotected 
girl 1s. 3d. of her wages because she is 
off a day, why not make the same law 
applicable to all the professions of this 
country ? I remember some years ago, 
before [ became a Member of this House, 
I was upstairs attending a Committee 
in connection with the promotion of 
a Bill. We had engaged counsel, 
but that counsel never put in an 
appearance during the whole time the 
Bill was going through Committee. He 
charged us over £200. We paid for the 
work, although he did not put his face 
almost into the room. ‘Then [ ask, if it 
is fair, if it is the law that you should 
charge this girl or any worker a fine, and 
in addition deduct from her wages a day’s 
pay because she is off work for a day—I 
ask the House of Commons, even with all 
its legal power, to make the same law 
applicable to men upstairs if they are 
engaged to do work and do not do it. 
Hine them in the same way and see how 
the law would work. I daresay barristers 
would not like a law of that kind. I 
wish to be very candid with Ministers. 
It was not legal until 1892 that a work- 
man should be fined for not being at his 
work at the proper time, but if it has 
become legal, then I say apply the same law 
to the Treasury Bench. ‘The Ministers 
are paid £5,000 a year, which I do not 
grudge. I believe they are entitled to it. 
Every day since I have been on these 
benches a Member comes into the House 
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not there to reply. 
result is he comes in and apologises. 
Why should he not be — subject 
to the same law? {[Laughter.] I 
say this is no laughing matter. It is a 
serious matter to thousands. I have got 
some papers here from the town of Bir- 
mingham with reference to a _ large 
number of deductions which occurred 
there, and I call attention to it  be- 
cause it is a most serious matter to 
workers who are not protected with 
respect to deductions and fines under the 
Truck Act of 1886. I come to a case 
which the Home Office tested last year 
before the stipendiary magistrate of Bir- 
mingham. ‘There you have girls em- 
ploved in works where they are liable to 
be fined for what is callea ‘ waste.” 
Neither the stipendiary magistrate nor 
Miss Squire, the lady inspector, knows 
whether that waste is due to the inferior 


quality of the steel out of which pens are | 


manufactured or to other causes. But 
the employers put it down to the girls ; 
and what has been the result? These 
girls have been fined. A case was taken 
into court and tried before the stipendiary 
magistrate. The result was that he held 


that under the Truck Act the employer | 


was justified in deducting this amount of 
“waste” from the wages of the poor 
girls. The result is that a girl earning 
12s. a week is in debt to the extent of 
£2, others are in debt £5, and others 
£10, and there is no Member from Bir- 
mingham who will get up in the House of 
Commons—at least, they do not—to con- 
demn a law that makes these girls subject 


to these serious deductions. It is a travesty | 


when you think that we are trying to 
right things in South Africa—that we are 
shedding our blood and spending our 
money to right differences there—while 
here in Birmingham you have these poor 
girls working day after day and in debt 
£10, £5, and £2 for fines. I hold that 
the wages of a girl after she has per- 
formed her labour ought to be as sacred 
to her as the wages or earnings of any 
professional man in this country. In my 
opinion, the only proper settlement of 
this question is indicated in the Report 
of last year by Miss Squire. She 
argues with great foree—and I would 
ask Members of the House to read the 
Report—that the only cure for this 
is to do away with the law of 
fining, and not permit employers 


. ! 
of labour to deduct fines from the wages 


{13 Juty 1900} 


and puts a question to a Minister who is | 
He is late and the | 
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of workmen while acting as their own 
judge and jury as to what the fines should 
be. I speak as one who knows what it is 
to work for daily wages. I can tell you 
that I would not permit any employer of 
labour to deduct from my wages any fine. 
Every working man has a right to have 
his wages protected. If an employer is 
anxious to take from a workman any of 
his wages, to fine him, or to claim 
damages, then in my opinion he ought to: 
take him into a court of law. The 
wages of a workman should be paid to 
him in their entirety in the current coin 
of the realm, and the law should not per- 
mit any deductions to be made. In 1891 
a case came before Justice Grantham, 
who decided in favour of this right of 
deduction. It was, in fact, judge-made law, 
and I say it ought to have been the duty 
of the Government, if it were judge-made 
law, to have brought ina Bill to prevent 
employers from deducting from the wages of 
unprotected workmen the sums which I 
| have pointed out. I have reviewed three 
| years working of the Truck Act ; I raised. 
my voice alone in the House of Commons- 
on the Third Reading ; and I feel to-day, 
as then, that no Parliament depending: 
on the votes of a broad electorate such as 
we have should continue to regard as 
legal that which I have described, and. 
which I[ consider to be a scandal on the 
Statute-book of our country. 
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Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham,, 
N.): I just wish to say, as one of the 
| Members for Birmingham, that I am 
|always most anxious to look into any 
hardships or grievances under which 
workpeople suffer if they are brought to. 
my notice, and to bring such redress as 
I have in my power. I think the attack 
the hon. Gentleman made on us poor 
Birmingham Members was hardly called 
for. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid). 
said that if the hon. Member who had 
| just spoken had not seen reports of the: 
cases in Birmingham which his hon. 
friend had referred to, it was his own fault. 
If he represented penmakers in Birming- 
ham, it was his place to see that these 
cases were inquired into without waiting 
for some one from the north of England 
to give him enlightenment. He would, 
like to refer to what the hon. Member for 
3attersea said as to the fear of foreign 
competition, because it was a matter: 
which the representatives both of capital, 
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and labour should have some regard for. 
If there was one thing more than another 
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which would enable this country to keep | 


its place in industrial competition with 
other nations, it was the stamina and 
energy of its workpeople. It would pay 
employers to have more regard to culti- 
vating and fostering the strength of the 
people they engage instead of having 


regard entirely to the monetary aspect of | 


trade. He was glad to say that where 


men and women were fully organised in | 


this country, the Truck Act was not put 
in force so rigorously as where they were 
unorganised. He preached conciliation 
and kindness between employers and 
workmen, and what he would im- 
press upon employers was that 
where people were not organised 
and had no effective strength behind them, 


they should look to the morality of the | 


matter and not impose these fines. It 
was necessary, before they could fully 
appreciate the circumstances of the poor 
workpeople of this country, that they 
should have tasted the bitter experience 
many of them had to go through. He 
had brought before the attention of the 
Home Secretary the bravery of some 
miners in a colliery in the county of 
Durham in the month of February. They 
risked their lives to save two of their 
fellows, and he asked the right hon. Gen- 
tleman whether it was not possible to 


arrange for an industrial Victoria Cross ’ 


to be awarded in such cases. He would 
be the last man to disparage in any way 
the bravery of any soldier or sailor, but 
there were as brave acts done in the 
mines, forges, and factories day after day 
as on the battlefield. The right hon. 
Gentleman replied that there was the 
Albert medal, and he had done something 
towarus getting it for the three men 


o 
in the case referred to. But the 
Albert medal was not a national 


recognition. It was awarded by a 
philanthropic institution, and what he 
wanted to see was the creation of some 
national recognition which would be given 
to those who performed brave acts in 
industrial pursuits. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman seemed to insinuate that the grant- 
ing of medals to men who had risked 
their lives would give rise to difficulties 
and heartburnings. ‘There were no such 
difficulties when the Victoria Cross was 
awarded for bravery on the field of battle, 
and in the industrial world the only heart- 


burnings would be those of emulation and | 


desire to achieve the same reward and re- 


Mr. John Wilson. 
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|cognition. Turning to another matter, 
ihe spoke in behalf of a number of 
coroners when he said there was a 
general desire that jurymen should be 
relieved from the duty of viewing the 
bodies of men killed by accident in col- 
lieries and other places, where there was 
no doubt as to the cause of death. He 


‘addressed a question some time ago to 


the Home Secretary on this subject, but 
he wished the right hon. Gentleman now 
to give a fuller answer than on that ocea- 
sion. He wished to know whether any- 
thing could be done in the way of altering 
the law so as to render it unnecessary for 
jurymen to view the bodies in such cases. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, 8.), who was 
very imperfectly heard, said it must be 
apparent to everybody who had listened 
to that debate that it had been conducted 
not only with unusual mildness of criti- 
cism, but also, as regarded the adminis- 
trative action of the Home Office during 
the past twelve months, with something 
very like unanimity of approval. That was 
a circumstance on which he ventured to 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman, 
because anyone who had had any ex- 
perience, however small, of the work of 
the Home Office had found it less common 
to hear expressions of gratitude for 
what had been done than criticism for 
what had been left undone. He entirely 
agreed with the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Oxtord University that 
it was a subject of very great regret that 
the legislative proposals which the right 
hon. Gentleman had made had not been 
brought to a Second Reading discussion, 
as that would have had the eftect of clear- 
ing the air, and of paving the way for a 
measure which many Members, at any 
rate, would regard as more comprehensive 
and less objectionable than that which 
was now on the Table of the House. The 
only matters upon which he wished to 
make a few observations were those 
raised in reference to various branches of 
dangerous trades, the first being that of 
lead poisoning. He thought, forming the 
best judgment he could on the materials 
now before them, that it was only fair to 
acknowledge that as a result of the changes 
which had been introduced by means of 
special rules and otherwise, there had 
been a substantial improvement in regard 
to the matter of lead poisoning. Unless 
the figures were altogether failacious, he 
thought that was practically demonstrated 
by the official Returns. But, while they 
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welcomed this improvement so far as it | 


went, it was not one on which they could 
congratulate themselves so long as there 
existed the state of facts disclosed by his 
right hon. friend the Member for 
the Forest of Dean and his hon. 
friend the Member for Battersea in 
the figures they had quoted to the 
Committee. If those 
accuracy of which there was no reason to 
impeach, represented the actual state of 
things, even after the amelioration which 
they believed had been introduced by the 
changes made in the administration of 
the law, they were still confronted with 
an appalling problem in the existence of 
what they now knew, on medical and 
scientific authority, to be preventable 
evils, and which were yet allowed to 
work this terrible destruction to life and 
health practically unchecked. He was 
very glad that on that subject there had 
not been in the course of the debate a 
single dissentient voice, unless it was 
that which proceeded from tke hon. 
Member for Stoke ‘The hon. Member 
for Stoke seemed to have very peculiar 
ideas as to responsibility, and to think 
that his hon. friends ought not to have 
criticised the action of a particular sti- 
pendiary, because he (Mr, Asquith) when 
in office had appointed him. And _ the 
hon. Member seemed to think, too, that 
he ought to be held responsible for all the 
things which were said, in his absence, 
in his wife’s drawing-room, Those notions 
of responsibility which the hon. Member 
apparently professed 


Mr. COGHILL said he based his 
remarks on the reports which appeared 
in the newspapers. It was not a private 
meeting. 


Mr. ASQUITH agreed it was not a 


‘private meeting, but he was not there. 


So faras he could judge from the reports, 
however, it appeared to him that the 
speeches made were temperate, wise, and 
practical, and, as his hon. friend the 
Member for Battersea had said, so far as 
they were heard by those present and 
real by those absent, calculated to do a 
great deal of good. But, the hon. 
Member having these somewhat singular 
notions of responsibility, he did not 
attach quite the same importance he 
might otherwise have done to the senti- 
ments he, and he alone, had expressed. 
He thought the figures quoted from Dr. 


Prendergast, and the state of things those | 
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figures, the | 
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figures disclosed, led to two irresistible 
conclusions. The first was that the exist- 
ing code of special rules, excellent, no 
doubt, as an instalment in the direction 
of reform, was not sufficiently strin- 
gent to effect the purpose which the 
Home Office had in view. He believed 
the right hon. Gentleman the Home 
Secretary entirely agreed with him in 
that. He knew the difficulty there was 
in the necessity of submitting all these 
matters to arbitration, but, for his part, 
he was certain that if he were in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s place, he would 
he prepared to undertake the possible 
delay, expense, and worry even of a fresh 
series of arbitrations until he had got 
these rules into a condition more adeqaate 
to the necessities of the case, and until— 
backed upas he was certain the Home 
Secretary under these circumstances would 
he by the public opinion not only of the 
district but of the country at large—he 
had got behind those rules, for the pur- 
pose of enforcing them, something which 
was really more valuable than the most 
vigilant activity of the most competent 
inspector—a well-informed and awakened 
public conscience. This was the first 
point they ought to press upon, he was 
sure, a by no means unwilling Home 
Secretary. The second was as to inspec- 
tion. As he said last year, in his opinion 
a case had been made out, as regarded 
the particular instance of Staffordshire, 
where the pottery industry was mainly 
carried on, for the appointment not of a 
peripatetic or itinerant, but of a perma- 
nent female inspector, a lady who would 
do, not as the ordinary inspector did— 
namely, descend from time to time on the 
district to see what was going on, but one 
who would be living among the people, 
accessible to the workers themselves, and 
able day by day to make her influence 
felt by constant and vigilant visitation of 
all the factories and workshops concerned. 
There was no industry in the country, he 
believed, in regard to which it was more 
necessary to have a female inspector con- 
stantly on the spot than this oue. The 
workers were, to an enormously prepon- 
derating extent, women and young per- 
sons: and they had only to listen to the 
terrible statistics which had been given to 
the Committee that day to see what a 
peculiarly deleterious effect this industry 
had upon women, and _ particularly in 
regard to child-bearing and the 
offspring they produced. If these 
two things were done—namely, the rules 
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brought up in point of stringency to the 
view not of enthusiasts or of hysteria- 
mongers, but of grave scientific authori- 
ties, who had declared such stringent rules 
to be both practicable and necessary, and 
a permanent woman inspector appointed to 
see that they were properly carried out, 
he could not help thinking that before 
they were five years older this terrible 
plague spot would be removed from their 
midst. His hon. friend the Member for 
Berwickshire had referred to the fact that 
though the Departmental Committee over 
which he presided for so many years 
with such an enormous amount of 
assiduity and attention had advised 
the Home Office to form special rules 
for no fewer than seventy-eight industries, 
in only two cases had any effective steps 
yet been taken to carry out their sugges- 
tions. The right hon. Gentleman might 
have good reasons for the delay or 
apparent indifference of his Department, 
but he was sure the Committee would be 
glad to know what those reasons were, 
and, if the obstacles were of a removable 
kind, what steps the Department were 
taking to remove them and bring these 
industries also within the safeguards and 
protection they so urgently needed. On 
the general administration of the Depart- 
ment on its industrial side he had a 
peculiar interest and pleasure in the 
readjustments the right hon. Gentleman 
had had it in his power to make during 
the last twelve months as regarded the 
functions of the staff and other matters. 
He earnestly hoped he would be able to 
impress on the Treasury with increasing 
emphasis and effect the fact—which he 
believed was absolutely indisputable in 
view of the enormous and growing com- 
plexity of our industrial legislation, and 
the largely increased and _ legitimate 
interest public opinion now took in seeing 
that in industries where sources of 
danger existed those dangers should be 
obviated or at any rate mitigated—that 
there was an absolute necessity for pro- 
viding a much more adequate staff than 
the Department at present possessed 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuite Ri ey, Lancashire, Blackpool) said 
he was exceedingly glad that the criticisms 
passed on the Department had, on the 
whole, been so favourable, and, above 
all, that the Report of the Chief In- 
spector of Factories, embodying Re- 
ports cf the other inspectors, had been 


Mr. Asquith, 
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received with such general satisfaction— 
Reports which reflected very great credit 
on the officials concerned. ‘To have Re- 
ports containing so much _ valuable 
material, not only from the Chief Inspec- 
tor, the women inspectors and others, but 
also from the medical and engineering in- 
spectors, was a matter of considerable 
satisfaction. To deal with the questions 
addressed to him, he might say, first of 
all, that the hon. Member for Mid Durham 
was mistaken in supposing that the Albert 
medal was a private award, or given by 
private persons. The medal was really the 
industrial or civil equivalent of the Vie- 
toria Cross. He had had the pleasure of 
recommending in one or two instances that 
the Albert medal should be given for deeds 
of great gallantry. Those who had ever 
been responsible for granting the decora- 
tion would agree that in tne case of the 
mining industry, in many of the accidents 
which unfortunately happened, it would be 
exceedingly difficult to select, among the 
numerous, almost universal, instances of 
brave conduct, the men to whom these 
medais should be awarded. He feared 
that very often when such a medal 
was given there were some heartburn- 
ings on the part of the friends, at all 
events, of some of the other men who had 
shown conspicuous bravery. The Albert 
medal was a national medal in the 
highest sense of the word, and was given 
for the most distinguished bravery, and 
it had always been acknowledged 
to take the place of the Victoria Cross 
among the civil population. As regards 
the question of the obligation upon 
coroners’ juries to view the dead bodies, 
he was aware that it aroused considerable 
interest and that there was some feeling 
in favour of relief from this obligation. 
He was disposed to take this view him- 
self; but when an attempt was made 
recently to obtain the opinion of coroners 
generally on the point, it was found that 
they differed widely amongst themselves 
both as to the desirability of any change 
in the law and as to the nature of the 
change, if any, which should be made. 
In these circumstances legislation was 
scarcely possible. With reference to the 
criticisms which had been made upon the 
administration of the Factory Law, he 
would take first that of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest of 
Dean—namely, as regards lead-poisoning 
in the earthenware manufactories in the 
Potteries. He must say that ke con- 
sidered that the improvement had been 
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steady and substantial, though he was 
free to admit that it had not been all 
that they could wish. Whether the figures 
of Dr. Prendergast were good or bad— 
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[ 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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and it ought to be explained that those | 


figures did not relate to the present time, 
but to a period prior to the establishment 
of the Special Rules, and further did not, 
as he understood, represent only cases 


actually dealt with by the doctor himself | 
—the fact remained that lead poisoning | 
|To return for a moment to lead, he 


in the Potteries was a fearful thing, far 
more serious indeed, even 
match-making, than phosphorus poison- 
ing. He was, therefore, prepared to 
admit that the case demanded the most 
urgent attention on the part of the Home 


Ottice, in order that everything possible | 
| been taken to make this industry less 


should be-done to secure that the in- 
dustry should be carried on in a manner 
as little harmful as possible to those 
engaged in it. They had not been 
altogether idle in this matter. He 
admitted to the full that the existing 
code of rules was not sufficient, but 
it had done a considerable amount of 
good. They had been engaged on a new 
code of rules, which would shortly be 
published, and which, he hoped, would 
carry out everything recommended by 
Dr. Oliver and Dr. Thorpe, with the ex- 
ception that there was no absolute pro- 
hibition of the use of raw lead in every 
case. The Report would show how they 
had gone to work. — In certain processes 
none but fritted lead was to be used, and 
that fritted leal was to be of a certain 
standard. In other cases, where raw lead 
was used, it was made incumbent on the 
manufacturers to show absolute necessity, 
and very special restrictions would be 
imposed. He had every hope that the 
rules would be accepted, and he was 
almost confident that they would get them 
without arbitration ; but he should go to 
arbitration rather than that the present 
state of things should continue. The 
right hon. Gentleman spoke of inspection 
and especially as to women inspectors. He 
could not say too much for the good work 
done by the women inspectors all over 
the country. An Inter-departmental 
Committee on the constitution of the 
Factory Department had recommended 
certain increases of staff, including the 
appointment of one additional woman 
inspector, and that had been made. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that there 
should be one woman inspector resident 
in the Potteries for some considerable 


time. There was a great deal to be said 


in lucifer | 
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on both sides. They were at present, 
in London, trying the experiment of 
putting the work in certain cases, ¢.7., 
laundries, under one woman inspector ; 
and though he did not know whether he 
would be well-advised to extend that 
experiment, he acknowledged, at all 
events, to the full the principle that there 
were circumstances where girls and 
women would confide to a woman in- 
spector what they would not tell to a man. 


and his Department were fully alive to 
the necessity of doing all they could, and 
he believed it would be found that in 
the new code of rules—over which he had 
been spending much time, with the view 
to avoiding arbitration—a great step had 


dangerous to those employed in it, 


*Mr. TENNANT: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say when these rules will be 
published ? 


*Sirk M. WHITE RIDLEY could not 
say exactly, but it would not be very 
long. He thought he must add this for 
the manufacturers—in which connection 
he thought the hon. Member for Stoke 
had been somewhat harshly treated—that 
he had found them ready to take advice 
and to act with the Home Office ; and he 
hoped that it was not a reproach to try 
to carry them with the Department 
rather than to impose fresh rules upon 
them very much against the grain. With 
reference to the remarks of the hon. 
Member for Berwick, he was perfectly 
sensible of the good work he and his Com- 
mittee did for four years; and if the 
Home Office had not issued a great many 
special rules recommended by that Com- 
mittee it did not follow that the work had 
been wasted or the recommendations 
ignored. That was especially the case 
in regard to the Bessemer and certain 
other processes, where the inspectors in 
the course of administering the existing 
provisions of the law were much helped 
by the Reports of the Committee. With 
some questions, of course, it was not 
possible to deal effectively without some 
such powers as were included in the Bill, 
which, as had been stated, had not had a 
Second Reading debate—a debate in 
which many misunderstandings would 
have been cleared up, and much help given 
in all probability to those responsible 
for that attempt at legislation. In 
reference to the phosphorus special 
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rules, which had already been debated 
that session, he was very much astonished 
to find that so many Members took the 
view that the new rules had really not 


been strengthened by arbitration. There 
were even in comparison with the 


old rules one or two points in which 
they were weakened, it was true, con- 
trary to the desire of the Home Office. 
But he claimed for them that in the first 
instance they were drawn in the main to 
carry out the recommendations of their 
experts. They were to a certain extent 
altered, but if those alterations were 
minutely examined they would be found 
not to have really that importance which 
was attached to them by some hon. Mem- 
bers. He did not know that he needed 
to go into them in detail, but taking, 
for instance, the distinction between the 
wet and the dry processes he could not say 
they were in a position to assert that 
they had the same positive evidence in 
regard to the injury in the one case that 
they had in the other. He was not pre- 
pared to admit, indeed, either that the 
rules were materially weakened, or that 
they were not a considerable improye- 
ment upon the rules passed some years ago. 
It had been said that the use of white or 
yellow phosphorus should have been pro- 
hibited ; but he did not see how it was 
possible to insist upon the prohibition 
absolutely of the use of this particular 
kind of phosphorus. Moreover, he might 
mention that as a result of what had 
been done there had only been one re- 
ported case of necrosis during thé past 
six months, which showed, he thought, 
that the Department had, to a large 
extent, got hold of the disease. In the 
next place the eifect of the attention 
which the manufacturers were compelled 
to give to the matter by the new rules was 
that one large firm was known to have 
abandoned altogether the use of dangerous 
phosphorus, and that was a very satis- 
factory state of things; and if it was 
possible to supply — strike -anywhere 
matches as cheaply as before without the 
use of this dangerous phosphorus the 
public could do a great deal in encourag- 
ing its disuse. Some allusion had been 
made to an international agreement with 
the idea of doing away with the use 
of white or yellow phosphorus, and of 
preventing the importation and exporta- 
tion of matches in the manufacture of 
which white or yellow phosphorus was 
used. He feared that there was not 
much hope of such an agreement, for 


Sir M. White Ridley. 
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those acquainted with the trade knew 
that they had everything to lose and 
nothing to gain by such an international 
arrangement, and he was afraid it was 
no use trying to find a solution of the 
difficulty in that direction. Without 
going so far afield he hoped those hon. 
Gentlemen who had criticised the rules 
so closely would give them the oppor- 
tunity of being tested by experience. He 
had every expectation of getting them 
established in all the places where matches 
were made, and if there should be a 
loophole in them he felt, from the support 
they had received in dealing with these 
matters, that there would be no difficulty 
in taking any further action which should 
be deemed necessary. His right hon. 
friend the Member for the University 
of Oxford had brought forward the ques- 
tion of the fruit trade. His right hon. 
friend said that there were a great many 
things going on in the jam factories which 
ought not to go on, and he attributed 
them to the administration of the Home 
Office. He thought that was very unfair, 
on the face of it, because it was owing to 
the state of the law that these things 
were going on, and not to the administra- 
tion. By the law those jam factories 
were totally exempted from the Factory 
Acts at certain times of the year. The 
view of tne Government was that whereas 
it was desirable to allow overtime to be 
worked occasionally, under proper condi- 
tions, when required, ¢.7., for the pre- 
servation of material such as over-ripe 
fruit, it was necessary to bring them 
under the Act for all other purposes, sani- 
tary and otherwise ; and he need hardly 
say that he would have taken care that 
the regulations which the Factories Bill 
would have enabled him to make applied 
to the whole of the factory, and not to 
any detached portion. The present 
state of the law with reference to these 
factories was not satisfactory, and they 
ought to be brought under the Act for 
sanitary and many other purposes ; but, 
at the same time, there ought to be, 
within certain limits, powers for ex- 
tended overtime, so that there should 
not be a great loss of perishable articles 
of food. The right hon. Baronet opposite 
spoke about the creameries in Ireland. 
He had had a very large and influential 
deputation from Ireland before him upon 
this subject before the Factories Bill was 
introduced. That deputation represented 
opinions on both sides of the House, and 
the members of it pointed out the 
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enormous increase of these creameries in | 


various parts of Ireland, and they also 
urged that they were not in a position 
to apply all the modern methods of 
preserving cream. That deputation 
argued that it was absolutely indispens- 
able to their business that for about four 
hours on a Sunday the women should be 
employed to churn cream. He thought 
they made out a case at all events for 
careful consideration, and he proposed to 
take power to give effect to their repre- 
sentations because he thought the effect 
of enforcing strictly the existing restric- 


tions would be to stop the employment | 


of women altogether, and that would | 


inflict an injury upon a struggling—he 
would rather say a growing and desirable 
—Irish industry. He agreed with his 
right hon. friend that it was most desirable 
to give no encouragement to Sunday 
labour; but there were a great many 
people who made butter on Sundays, 
and under special circumstances it was 
not unreasonable to say that for a certain 
space of time and at certain periods of 
the year the difficulties of dealing with 
those perishable goods should be con- 
sidered and dealt with under proper 
restrictions. He was not sure that there 
was anything else to which he needed to 
reply. He might say, however, that he 
was simply astonished at the speech 
made by the hon. Member for 
Stockton. The hon. Member had always 
taken a most extraordinary view of the 
Truck Act of 1896, which was not war- 
ranted by a single word in it. The hon. 
Member had cited several very hard 
cases, but they were not the fault of the 
Truck Act of 1896, or any other Truck 
Act. The Act was introduced to place 
certain restrictions upon employers, and 
it was provided that certain acts should 
be illegal, viz., the imposition of fines and 
deductions from wages unless they were 
reasonable. All he had to say was that 
some of the women inspectors could tell 
the hon. Member that many very poor 
working people who before the passing 
of the Act could not help themselves at 
all, and had been imposed upon by greedy 
and dishonest employers, were now pro- 
vided with a remedy under the Act of 
1896. That Act passed through this 
House as a non-party measure, and the 


construction which the hon. Member for | 
Stockton had put upon it was totally | 


wrong and perverse. The hon. Gentleman 
had asked him why he had not granted 
certain exemptions from the Act under 


1530 


Section 9. The answer was that to 
grant an exemption is to remove the pro- 
tection of the Act from the person or trade 
exempted. The Section provided that 
the Secretary of State could do this only 
when he was satisfied that the Act was 
not necessary for the protection of the per- 
sons engaged in any trade; and in order 
to be so satisfied he naturally demanded 
the joint assurance of employers and 
employed. The hon. Member said that 
only one exemption had been granted. 
He was right; and the reason was that 
in only one case had the necessary con- 
ditions been fulfilled. 
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*Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL : But 
there was also the case of the North of 
England Board of Arbitration. Both 
employers and employed sent a deputa- 
tion to wait upon you, and asked for 
those exemptions, and you declined to 
give them. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY said he de- 
clined because he was not satisfied that 
the deputation was thoroughly representa- 
tive of all the parties, and had shown the 
Act to be unnecessary. 


*Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: They 


represented both parties. 


*Sirn M. WHITE RIDLEY thought he 
did not need to detain the Committee any 
longer. He had given hon. Gentlemen 
opposite the best answer he could, and 
he was quite aware that he could never 
convince them. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The right 
hon. Gentleman has made a very excel- 
lent promise as regards the future. 
Perhaps some of my friends may think, 
under these circumstances, that I ought 
not to press my motion to a division. [ 
‘an only say that, personally, I am so dis- 
satisfied with what has happened that I 
propose to press my motion to a division 
as an expression of dissatisfaction with 
the administration of the Home Office in 
the past. If the right hon. Gentleman 
keeps all those promises he has made I 
may have the pleasure of supporting him 
in the future. 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): There is one question mentioned 
by the right hon. Gentleman to which I 
desire to allude, and it is a question in 
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which the East End of London is con- 
cerned—I allude to the manufacture of 
lucifer matches, in the manufacture of 
which phosphorus is used. I do not pro- 
pose to travel over ground which has 
already been covered, but I do desire to 
say that, in my opinion, the new amended 
rules which have been issued as the result 
of the arbitration are very unsatisfactory. 
There are one or two points in reference 
to them to which I desire respectfully to 
call the right hon. Gentleman’s attention. 
In the first place, I wish to allude to the 
employment of children without previous 
medical examination in the match trade. 
It is admitted that this is a dangerous 
occupation, and it is a notorious fact that 
some persons are much more susceptible 
to injury than others, and yet there is no 
provision that before a person enters upon 
this very dangerous occupation there shall 
be an examination of any kind, either 
medical or dental. The rules are complied 
with if there is an examination within 
twenty-eight days. The advocate who 
appeared before the arbitrator for the 
workmen strongly insisted that the order 
of proceeding was strangely inverted and 
that as these were dangerous occupations, 
it was only reasonable that the medical 
examination should precede actual em- 
ployment. Upon the other side, on the 
part of the employers it was said that this 
was impracticable because persons were 
taken on early in the morning, and at 
other times and under circumstances 
which rendered it impracticable for a 
medical examination to precede employ- 
ment. I do not desire to enter into a 
discussion as to whether or not any abso- 
lute rule that examination should precede 
employment is or is not under the cireum- 
stances impracticable, but I do submit to 
the right hon. Gentleman that twenty- 
eight days is an unreasonable period to 
permit to elapse before either a medical 
or a dental examination takes place, and 
I think ten or fourteen days would be 
quite sufficient. The second point to 


which I desire to call attention is 
with regard to the conditions after | 
the occupation has been entered 
upon, It is admitted that some 


of the operations are very dangerous 
while others are less dangerous, and that 
some are altogether innocuous. In these 
circumstances it does seem reasonable 


that provision should be made for a) 


change of occupation, and I think in this 
respect that we might learn something 


Mr. Pickersgill. 
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' from the system in other countries. 
law of Sweden provides— 

“‘That no worker may be employed for 
more than six months at a time in dipping.” 
The law of Austria enacts— 

“That workers shall from time to time be 
allowed a change of work.” 

A similar rule in our own country was 
recommended by the expert adviser 
of the Home Office, Dr. Oliver, who 
said that there should be a change 
of occupation for the workers, and 
that men and women should not be 
allowed to remain more than a few weeks 
at a time in any one department. That 
was the recommendation of Dr. Oliver, 
the professional adviser of the Home 
Office. Dr. Oliver refers to the case of 
adult men and women, but the argument 
is very much stronger in the case of mere 
children employed in these operations. 
I do not mean children within the 
technical meaning of the. Act, but those 
persons who are in point of years really 
children. There is a general provision 
that young persons under the age of 
fourteen years shall not be fully employed 
in factories of this kind, but to that 
general rule there is an exception to this 
effect, that a child of thirteen who passes 
a prescribed examination may be em- 
ployed for certain purposes in a 
match factory as a young person, and may 
be fully employed. I think it is very 
unreasonable that a child of thirteen 
shouid be fully employed in some of the 
most dangerous operations in connection 
with this trade, and may I point out that 
the medical adviser of the Home Office 
says that at the age of thirteen, or there- 
abouts, there is a peculiar danger from 
this kind of employment, because he says 
that, from a dental point of view, a child 
at the age of thirteen is more likely to be 
suffering from decayed teeth than in later 
years. And yet a child may be employed 
at this age without undergoing any 
medical or dental examination. This is 
an important matter, because, in the 
Report of the adviser of the Home Office 
with reference to a large London firm, I 
find it is stated that these children are 
constantly employed in these most 
dangerous processes, and are exposed day 
after day to the poisonous fumes. These 
children are of the age of thirteen years, 
and I say that it is an unreasonable thing 
that the rules should be such as to allow 
a child of the tender age of thirteen 
| years to be permanently employed in an 
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occupation which is _ professedly so 
dangerous as the dipping operation where 
phosphorus is used. I have ventured 
to make an appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman on behalf of these children, 


and I trust he will give it his careful con- 


sideration, and I am sure his natural dis- 
position is fully in sympathy with the 
appeal I have ventured to address to him. 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) : I have listened carefully to 
the reply made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Home Secretary, and it seems to 
me that he has failed to appreciate what 
is the real objection we take to the Truck 
Act. He said, and said very truly, that 
it was a non-party measure, and he said 
that the Truck Act was a Bill which he 
found at the Home Office, and which had 
been left there by his predecessor. The 
right hon. Gentleman also states that as 
the Bill was introduced it met with 
cordial approval, and that the Bill passed 
its Second Reading in this House with- 
out a division, and it was approved of in 
speech after speech delivered from this 
side of the House. But if the Bill had 
passed in the form in which it was 
originally introduced we should have had 
no complaint to make against it ; becarse, 
as originally introduced, no fine or deduc- 
tion could bemade froma workman’s wages 
unless his assent had been given in writing. 
That was the form in which the Bill was 
introduced to this House, and we ap- 
proved of it because we felt it was a 
reasonable thing that a workman should 
be heard in his own interest as to what 
was considered a reasonable deduction in 
his wages, and as long as he had the right 
of being heard he had no complaint to 
make. That was the form in which the 
Bill was introduced, but what happened 
in Grand Committee? An Amendment 
was moved, [ believe, by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Renfrewshire—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member will not be in order in 
discussing the progress of any particular 
Bill for which the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department is not responsible. 
Suzh a question cannot be discussed in 
Committee of Supply. 


Mr. FENWICK: I do not want to 
discuss that Bill, but I simply wish to state 
what led to our opposition to the Truck 
Act—namely, that the Bill as originally 
introduced did not actually become law, 
because the Home Secretary was defeated 
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in the Grand Committee by an Amend- 
ment which deprived the workman of 
any right to say whether the contract 
made was reasonable or not. That is 
all I wish to say in reference to this 
point, for that Amendment completely 
altered the character of the Bill, 
and that has been the ground of our 
objection to the operation of the Truck 
Act ever since it became law. I only 
wish now to say that personally I was 
very pleased—and I think there are many 
people outside this House who will also 
be pleased—to hear the statement that 
was made by the Home Secretary to- 
night, in reply to the appeal made by the 
hon. Member for Mid Durham, in regard 
to the Albert medal. I was very pleased 
to hear the right hon. Gentleman say 
that the Albert medal might be taken as 
an equivalent to the Victoria Cross. It 
is a surprising thing to me, and to many 
who take an interest in industrial affairs, 
how seldom this medal for meritorious 
conduct has been given to the men who 
have risked their lives again and again in 
order to save the lives of their fellows. I 
venture to say that if the right hon. 
Gentleman is in a position to grant a 
Return on the motion of any hon. Member 
of this House showing the number of 
cases in which the Albert medal has been 
given for meritorious conduct to the 
artizans of this‘country, it will be found 
that the number is very small indeed. 
And yet, having regard to the numerous 
cases in which explosions occur in 
mines, where the rescuing parties are 
subject to great hardships and exposed to 
great dangers and almost lose their lives 
in their attempt to rescue their fellows, I 
do not believe that there is a single case, 
even where a rescuing party have gone 
almost to the extreme length of losing 
their lives, in which the Albert medal has 
been granted. A remarkable case has been 
referred to in which the men exposed 
themselves to great danger, and one or 
two of them remained in an unconscious 
condition for a considerable time after, 
and yet all that could be got in a case 
like this was the medal of the Humane 
Society. If a man risks his life in saving 
a gun from the enemy on a field of battle 
he gets the Victoria Cross, but if you risk 
your life to save a fellow workman the 
probability is that you will get no reward 
at all for the bravery and heroism 
which you display. The difference in the 
case of the miner is this: he carries on 
his occupation far away from the public 
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gaze, in the dark caverns of a mine. 
When a man goes out to rescue a person 
from drowning his heroism is seen, and it 
is emblazoned all over the country in the 
newspapers the following day. But in 
the dark caverns of the mines in this 
country you have similar deeds of 
bravery displayed, and there is no public 
recognition of those deeds. Of course 
you may say this is all sentiment, and I 
grant it; but, after all, human life is 
governed by sentiment, and at ali events 
sentiment is something that tends to de- 
velop the spirit of emulation in regard to 
bravery in the minds of the industrial 
classes of this country. A man whose 
bravery is recognised is able to hand that 
token down to his family with pride and 
admiration, and it tends to develop that 
same spirit of bravery in his own family 
which we all desire so much to see culti- 
vated. I sincerely hope that the right 
hon. Gentleman may be in a position by- 
and-by to promise us that some recogni- 
tion of deeds of bravery may be offered 
to miners when such deeds are discovered. 
I know there are great difficulties in the 
way, and the very fact that the miner 
carries on his calling far away from the 
public gaze increases the difficulty ; but I 
think that the officials at the mine may 
be relied upon to say whether in their 
judgment any particular deed is worthy 
of recognition. I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman may see his way to introduce 
some token as a recognition of deeds of 
bravery when they are discovered, either 
in our coal mines or in our factories and 
workshops. If that could be done I feel 
sure that it would do a very great deal 
indeed in the direction of encouraging acts 
of bravery amongst the masses of this 
country. 


Sir ForrescuE FLANNERY rose to 
address the House, when Dr. TANNER 
called attention to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. 


House counted, and forty Members 
being found present, 


Sirk = FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
(Yorkshire, Shipley) said that the accu- 
sations of the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for Forest of Dean seemed more 
or less well founded as regarded lead 
poisoning, alchough he had not the 
technical knowledge necessary to judge 
between the right hon. Baronet and the 
Home Office. So far as the operations of the 

Mr. Fenwick. 
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Home Office were concerned, there was no 
complaint to be made on the part of him- 
self and his colleagues in their part of the 
country. In regard to the wool industry,. 
an attempt had been made to grapple 
with the question. He did not say that 
that attempt was by any means complete, 
but when the representatives of the em- 
ployers and employed combined together 
and agreed as to what form of rules 
should be adopted, the Home Office were 
at once desirous of putting those rules 
into practice. The results had been so 
far encouraging, though much less so than 
the friends of the workers had hoped. 
Further representations would probably 
have to be made in regard to certain 
details, but he had no doubt they would 
receive the same amount of consideration 
at the hands of the Home Secretary as. 
those already made had received. For 
these reasons, he should not feel justified 
in supporting the motion of his right hon. 
friend the Member for Forest of Dean, 
although he had associated himself with 
him, and hoped again to have the honour, 
in pressing on the Government for further 
protection for those engaged in dangerous 
trades. He should like to say a word on 
the question raised by the hon. Member for 
Mid Durham as to an honourable reward. 
being given for saving life. As much 
heroism was frequently exhibited in our 
mines, factories and railways, as by the 
most gallant soldier who had ever won 
the Victoria Cross on the field of battle. 
It was the general practice to grant ex- 
clusively to soldiers and_ sailors this 
valued token of recognition of gallantry, 
but it was denied as a recognition of the 
gallant acts performed by the workers of 
the country. One of the most graceful 
acts which could come from the present 
administration of the Home Office would 
be the putting on a clear and definite 
footing a system of rewarding these acts 
of gallantry by an industrial V.C. 


*CoLONEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 
Ince) said the great bravery shown in 
rescue work by the mining population 
could not be exaggerated ; but he thought 
that if a reward of a medal was instituted: 
for such acts of heroism the conditions 
which attached to the military V.C. 
should not be followed. Lord Hardinge 
had objected tothese conditions very much,. 
for the Army. The V.C. was only. 
granted for an act of individual valour, 
and not given to the whole of a party. 


1536. 
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There were cases where, in a rescue from ditions of any such award should be fair 
a mine, four or five persons were often , to all concerned. 


equally deserving of recognition for the | 
performance of a very dangerous action. 
He strongly recommended that the con-| Noes, 95. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
3olton, Thomas Dolling 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Colville, John 

Crilly, Daniel 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gourley,Sir Edw. Temperley 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harwood, George 

Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 


Allsopp, Hon. George 

Arrol, Sir William 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Yanch’r 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. 'T. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon.SirEdward H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Chainberlain,J.Austen( W ore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir Jn.Charles Ready 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): May I ask, 
Mr. Lowther, in the interests of propriety, 
whether you do not think it right in view. 
of the character of the discussion which | 


AYES. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 61 ;: 
(Division List No. 217.) 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. { Power, Patrick Joseph 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, Alfred James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| Pickard, Benjamin 


Pickersyill, Edward Hare 
NOES. 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, RtHon. Robert Wim. 
Hardy, Laurence 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Houston, R. P. 
Howard, Joseph 
Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyie 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thomas( Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennet, Henry Currie 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Liverpool 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles(Liver pool) 
M‘Killop, James 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morton, ArthurH. A(Deptford) 





| TELLERS FOR 


| 


| 


Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees)! 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire), 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath). 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson,Jos. H.(Middlesbro’gh): 


THE AYES— 
Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. 
John Burns. 


Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath): 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, K.(Lancs. Newton); 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomsom 
fobertson, Herbert (Hackney: 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Strauss, Arthur 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Ox’dUniv 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE.(Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L) 
Whitmore, Charles Aigernon 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. » 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr.. Anstruther. 


| Gallery that it might be desirable that 


| any ladies there should withdraw. 


rallery. 


| *Tue CHAIRMAN: 


intimation to be sent to the 


I will cause an 
Ladies’ 





the hon. Member for Flintshire is about) *Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
to open, to send a message to the Ladies’ I assure you, Mr. Lowther, that this is 
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not a pleasant task on which I am about 
to embark. It is nothing but a painful 
sense of duty which impels me to do so, 
much against my own inclination. | 
think the Committee knows pretty well 
the subject to which I am about to call 
attention. I refer to the disgraceful 
condition of many of the streets of London 
at night time. [ask the House to con- 
sider what it is possible for us to do in 
order to clear our country of what 
has become a_ national reproach. 
Many hon. Members have _ travelled, 
as I have travelled, over most parts of the 
world, and they will bear me out in say- 
ing that in no country will you see such 
sights as are to be witnessed in this 
metropolis. The State has spent immense 
sums in primary education, and the chil- 
dren are much better educated than they 
were a generation ago; but I ask the 
House, what is the education they get on 
the streets of the metropolis when they 
leave school and reach that susceptible 
age when character is formed? The 
centre of the metropolis is given up to a 
carnival of vice every night, and I doubt 
whether in the whole civilised world such 
open and hideous manifestation of vice is 
to be seen ss may be witnessed in Pieca- 
dilly, Regent’s Circus, and the adjacent 
streets in the neighbourhood of West- 
minster. Let me read to the House a letter 
I have received from one much respected, 
whose name is widely knownand honoured. 
I refer to Bishop Barry, whose church and 
rectory are in Piccadilly 


“Tam anxious not to exaggerate, but it is 
difficult to speak too strongly as to the state of 
things which is there allowed to exist, especi- 
ally between the hours of 11 p.m. and 2am 
The nefarious traffic in vice is carried on un- 
blushingly by those who are weli known to 
the police as prostitutes, or as living on the 
wages of prostitution. Solicitation, especially 
of the young, is openly practised, sometimes 
almost to violence. It is all but impossible to 
walk down Piccadilly at that time without 
molestation. Kows of cabs stand along the 
streets, to be hired for conveyance to immoral 
houses. At times there is open disorder of 
hustling, shouting, and rowdyism in general, 
mostly under the influence of strong drink 
Formal complaint has to be made betore this 
is sufficiently checked hy the police. We feel 
the condition deeply, as a grievance and a scan- 
dal. We do not, of course, expect that sensual 
vice can be eradicated by action of law. But 
we dothink that the constant and flagrant 
exhibition of vice in our streets, and the pre- 
sentation of dangerous temptation 10 the inex- 
perienced, ought to be prevented ; and in this 
we only claim for the metropolis what is 
already secured in some of our largest provin- 
cial cities.” 


Mr. Samuel Smith. 
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Permit me to read another letter from 
a friend of mine who works among young 
men, and has exceptional opportunities of 
knowing the state of London— 


‘“‘T understand that to-morrow evening you 
purpose to call the attention ef the House of 
Commons to the way in which prostitution 
and solicitation is allowed to prevail in the 
streets of the metropolis. For sixteen years I 
have been engaged in work amongst young 
men in the centre of London, and I have come 
to the conclusion after a loug experience that 
thousands of young men wuo yearly fall into 
immoral practices in the metropulis do so 
because the temptation meets them at every 
street corner. I[t is not once or twice in the 
course of a walk that a man is solicited for 
immoral practices, but the principal streets in 
the centre of London are thronged with fallen 
women, who in the present day seem to be 
allowed to carry on their vile business without 
any restraint whatever. That this is a grow- 
ing evil is evident from the way in which it 
has developed in recent years. Ten years ago 
it was a very uncommon thing fora man to be 
solicited in the City itself during the daytime, 
but this is now a matter of frequent occurrence 
in Ludgate Hill, St. Paul’s Churchyard, and 
Cheapside, while what [ think is an equally 
marked evidence of the spread of this evil is 
the way in which our suburban roads are now 
used for the purposes of prostitution. I know 
from personal experience that even at a 
distance of eight miles from London, in a very 
quiet suburb, three or four women are con- 
stantly walking up and down in the neigh- 
bourhood of the station, soliciting men return- 
ing to their homes from business, and [ am told 
that this is true not only in the west of London, 
but also in the north, while the way in which 
immorality is carried on on some of our rail- 
ways at the present time is a scandal to which 
attention should be called. Lt is a well-known 
fact that the first-class carriages of the Dis- 
trict Railway are at night constantly used in 
this way. Asa citizen of London, I do feel 
that we bave a right to demand that what has 
been done in Glasgow, Liverpool, and Man- 
chester should bedone in London, and that the 
streets should be cleared of this tremendous 
evil. There is, however, another aspect of this 
question which equally deserves attention, and 
that is the tremendous growth during the ows 
ten years in the issue of publications in which 
pictures of an exceedingly indecent character 
are constantly to be found, and I also think 
that some attention should be given to the fact 
that the exhibition of grossly obscene pictures 
in business establishments can be carried on 
with impunity. I have myself appealed to a 
London magistrate on this question, and have 
shown to him copies of publications purchased 
for sixpence, each of which contained sixteen 
pictures of women in a nude condition, caleu- 
lated to have an injurious effect on the minds 
of young men, and i was assured by the magis- 
trate that as the law stood at present it was 
impossible to proceed. ‘Trusting that your 
efforts may meet with much success, and that 
a blow may be struck at what is, I believe, 
England’. greatest enemy.’ 

I have also a letter from Mr. Hugh 


Price Hughes, of the West London Mis- 
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sion, from which I will read an extract :— 

“From an exceptional knowledge of the 
social evil during the last thirty years, [ have 
long realised that, while the vice itself can 
be removed only by moral and Christian 
influences, the deliberately organised trade 
in vice ought to be attacked by public 
authority. There is no doubt that in some 
respects the condition of our streets is growing 
worse, especially in consequence of the great 
increase of foreign tradesmen in vice, and 
foreign women. There is no difficulty what- 


-ever, owing to recent legislation, in dealing 


with disorderly houses and disorderly clubs 
when the local authorities are willing to do 
their duty. The special difficulty in West 
London arises mainly from two lamentable 
facts. First, that the existing law with respect 
to solicitation is so grossly unjust : solicitation 
by a woman is a crime, but solicitation by a 
man is no crime at all. Those of us who know 
the facts are aware that the great majority of 
fallen women are the victims of weakness, and 
hunger, and misplaced affection, and moral 
weakness ; only a small minority are delibe- 
rately vicious. That these poor wretches 
alone should suffer, while their betrayers and 
tempters go scot-free, is outrageous. And 
many of us feel an almost insuperable difticulty 
in taking steps against the victim, while the 
principal offender is positively encouraged by 
the existing law. Secondly, Greater London 
isin the unhappy condition of having no con- 
trol over its own police, so that when the local 
police make any mistake, as was illustrated in 
the Cass case, it becomes at once a question of 
party politics. You know how admirably the 
oval authorities have dealt with this evil at 
Shettield, Glasgow, and elsewhere ; but there 
municipal government is not mixed up with 
Imperial party politics, and the best citizens 
of all shades of opinion give their moral sup- 
port to the police, which alone makes police 
action safe and effective. as There is 
one thing, however, that could be done at once, 
and it would have au immense effect. The 
ever-growing multitude of well known foreign 
women may be sent home. No foreigner has 
any right whatever to come to this country for 
the mere purpose of breaking the law and 
promoting vice.” 

I think those are very weighty indict- 
ments ; they are perfectly accurate, and 
the evil is not confined to a few streets ; 
it is spread over the whole metropolis, 
especially where there are theatres ; and 
it infests the public parks, except those 
under the control of the county council, 
where far better order is maintained. I 
have travelled in many countries, but I 
have never seen such open incitements to 
vice as you see in London, and surely the 
time has come to attempt a reformation. 
Now I shall be asked at once, have we 


-any means of successfully grappling with 
this question ? 


We have examples of 
what has been done in our own country. 
I remember when J iverpool was in the 


‘same condition as !ondon is to-day. 


There was no attempt ts clear the streets. 
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It was considered the proper thing to 
tolerate the evil, and the streets were 
almost impassable to respectable people. 
We formed a vigilance committee, and at 
last a large watch committee determined 
to see the law enforced. We got a bench 
of magistrates who were determined to 
back up the police, and in ten years the 
outward aspect of Liverpool has entirely 
changed. Ido not say that the evil has 
been removed altogether, but what has 
been done makes a very great difference 
to young men who come into Liverpool to 
learn a trade, and the same thing has 
taken place in all our northern towns. In 
Glasgow so complete is the change that it 
is extremely difficult now to perceive any 
prostitutes at all. The evil is almost 
entirely banished. Now, I wrote to the 
chief constables in these towns: Liver- 
pool, Manchester, Glasgow, Sheffield, 
Cardiff, Edinburgh, and several others. 
But there are two towns where the change 
has been most remarkable, and I shall 
read to the House a few extracts from 
the letters of the chief constables of those 
towns and show how that change has 
been brought about. This is from the 
Chief Constable of Glasgow—- 

‘* Sir,—I am directed by the Lord Provost to 
forward to you returns showing the number of 
prostitutes apprehended during the last two 
years, in this city, for importuning passengers, 
and how they are disposed of. The Lord 
Provost has also asked me to explain to you 
the method adopted here in dealing with such 
cases, and I have pleasure in stating to you 
that we have no difficulty whatever in securing 
convictions against such offenders, as we are 
very well supported by the magistrates. 

“Constables of experience, who know these 
females well, are sent out every evening in 
plain clothes to follow these females, and they 
have instructions to arrest and convey them to 
the office when they are observed importuning. 
The constables are enjoined to be exceedingly 
careful and not on any account to interfere 
with any female unless she is well known to 
them as a prostitute. : 

“The same constables have also instructions 
to watch for, and if possible detect, men 
molesting females. 

“These plain clothes constables go on duty 
levery evening at eight o'clock, and in the 
winter months constables are put along with 
detectives from 5 p.m. to-wateh offenders of 
the kind referrec to. 

“Tf there is any other information you desire 
I shall be pleased to let you have it.” 

I may say here that I am no party to any 
difference in the treatment of men in this 
matter. Well, that is the way in which 
Glasgow has effected the most extraordi- 
nary changes not only as regards this 
| vice but others connected with it. They 
‘have suppressed indecent pictures and 
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publications also. Cardiff is another 
notable instance of what can be done. In 
that town you have the most mixed, and 
I might say, perhaps, the roughest popu- 
lation of any town in England. It is, as 
we all know, a seafaring town and contains 
a considerable quantity of foreign sailors. 
Well, here is the letter of the head con- 
stable of Carditf— 


“In reply to your letter of the 17th inst. re- 
specting disorderly houses, ete., I beg to inform 
you that the police of this town have for the 
past ten years energetically enforced the law, 
and have been fairly successful in suppressing 
immoral conduct in the streets. When a dis- 
orderly house comes under the notice of a 
constable steps are at once taken to have it 
watched, and when sufficient evidence has 
been obtained a warrant is issued and the 
offenders brought to justice. If a conviction 
follows, the owner or agent of the property is 
sent an official notice, and if a second convic- 
tion is obtained against the same tenant the 
owner or agent is proseeuted. We have had 
several cases of this kind against owners of 
disorderly houses with the most beneficial 
results, but, as you may imagine, it is difficult 
to hit the owner. ; 

“Prostitutes plying their calling in the 
public streets are arrested by the police and 
dealt with under the Towns Police Clauses 
Act for importuning passengers. 

“ Prosecutions, however, do not always suc- 
ceed in suppressing disorderly houses, as the 
following account will show. 

“A certain district of the town was up to 
about two years agoa very hot-bed of vice and 
disorderly houses, and although prosecution 
followed prosecution it seemed impossible to 
rid the neighbourhood of objectionable charac- 
ters, and the difficulty was the greater con- 
sequent on the district in question being in the 
centre of the town and in the midst of many 
licensed houses. These, as may be imagined, 
were frequented by the people of this district, 
and in many cases proved meeting places for 
them. It was then decided to adopt special 
police measures to purify the plac-. These 
measures consisted of placing on duty at each 
end of each street a uniformed police constable 
to observe each house and those who frequented 
it. The result was that in about a fortnight’s 
time the occupiers vacated their houses, and 
within three months there was not a single 
disorderly house in the district. These houses 
are now tenanted by respectable working men. 

“With regard to establishments carried on 
under the guise of massage, we have no houses 
of this description in Cardiff. 

“The circulation of objectionable illustrated 
literature in Cardiff has been of rare oceur- 


rence, but whenever anything of the sort has . 


been attempted prompt measures nave been 
taken. Only recently indecent mutoscopic 
prints were seized, and ordered to be destroyed 
by the justices, and the offender was subse- 
quently indicted at the Cardiff borough quarter 
sessions for misdemeanour and convicted. 

“The only way to stamp out vice and crime 
of this character is by energetic police 
measures combined with a rigorous administra- 
tion of the law, and even then, where the evil 
is deep rooted, it is ditticult to suppress it.” 


Mr. Samuel Smith. 
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I might tell the House that I have had 
endless complaints of indecent mutoscopic 
exhibitions, but I am told the Mutoscopic 
Company is very careful of the views it 
sells. But I will give the House a suffi- 
cient idea as to how it is possible to sup- 
port the law and remedy this evil if it is 
determined to do so. I am quite pre- 
pared to admit that London differs from 
other large cities, and the difficulty of 
dealing with it is much greater, but that 
is all the more reason why it should 
be dealt with. I believe it is still 
getting worse because the police force 
is not under local control, but is a quasi- 
military body under the Home Oftice. It 
follows that any unpopularity incurred by 
the police is at once reflected on the 
Government. I know that the present 
Home Secretary is most anxious to abate 
these evils, but he is fettered by the 
traditions of the office. But the police 
are part of the administrative machinery 
of the Government, and if they happen to 
make a mistake, as they did in the Miss 
Cass case, advantage is taken to assail the 
Government. The police make mis- 
takes in all these towns I have referred 
to, but the broad backs of the muni- 
cipalities are strong enough to bear 
that. The representatives of the people 
are not afraid. Supposing in a single 
instance a man was apprehended by 
mistake for stealing, would the law 
as to theft afterwards be disregarded 
and allowed to fall into abeyance? I 
believe so long as we have the police 
system as it is the police can only be used 
in a feeble and ineffective manner. 
What I would propose would be that the 
County Council should be authorised to 
employ a body of inspectors who should 
go in plain clothes, as in Glasgow, and be 
confined to dealing with this evil and 
related evils, such as vile pictures, illus- 
trated papers, books, and advertisements. 
I believe this policy steadily pursued 
would make a revolution in the metro- 
polis in a few years. We are aware 
of the risk that men so employed may 
he tempted by heavy bribes to shut 
their eyes to what is going on. This work 
can only be done by a highly-paid class 
of men. Then I insist that there should 
be no inequality of the law between men 
and women. ‘There is a strong feeling in 
this country against any legislation which 
is directed against women which is not 
also applicable to men. 
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*THeE CHAIRMAN : I must remind the 
hon. Member that he must bring his 
remarks within the four corners of this 
Vote ; he cannot suggest special legisla- 
ition. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I will confine 
my remarks to the state of things as they 
exist. I have in my hand a letter from 
a lady who has spent all her life in the 
work of rescue, in which she says— 

“Within the last three or four years [ have 
myself been annoyed by being joined and 
spoken to (old as I am) in full early afternoon- 
light on the pavement by the Polytechnic. 
Another time, longer ago, [ was waiting a few 
minutes for my husband in Lincoln’s Inn 
Fields, he having gone into an office, and 
could seareely get rid of the man who spoke to 
me. I hope one lady will tell you of a man 
coming up to her on a wet day, and getting 
his head under her umbrella and terrifying 
her. 

“[do not hope even to make you realise 
how terrifying these experiences are to even 
inature women. When I was superintending 
a college for working women in London, in a 
northern square (evening classes) girls used to 
come in panting and upset by their experiences 
in coming for their desired teaching. They 
were hard-working girls who were trying to 
improve themselves after their day’s work— 
not giddy people. In that same neighbourhood 
a bad man at one time made himself a general 
terror. But a brave solicitor tackled him and 
drove him off. 

“A young lady doctor going home from a 
midwifery case was insolently joined by a 
man. Happily she saw a policeman and had 
the wit to tell the policeman that the man 
needed protection as he was so frightened of 
walking alone so late at night. The sarcasm 
rid her of the annoyance. 


“[T have twice been roughly spoken to by 


police when in the streets at night, once when 
looking for a girl who was lost, and once when 
helping a rescue-worker. This is only relative 
as showing that the police are prone to take 
the bad character of women who are out at 
night very easily for granted. Of course this 
‘ought not to be so. And I fear an increase of 
this tendency of mind. I hope that a story 
will be sent to yon of a quite ideally quiet and 
good young lady, who helped her mother in a 
domestic emergency by taking a little brother 
out ina perambulator. She was joined by a 
man, and walked through square after square 
till she was quite exhausted in the endeavour 
to rid herself of his company without showing 
him where she lived. 
“T also hope that you will hear details of a 
story of a girl sent by her mistress, during 
day-time, to the post office, spoken to by a 
man, followed home, written to. In this case 
the girl told her mistress, and the man was 
successfully made sorry for his evil conduet.” 
I have a large number of letters of that 
kind with which I will not trouble the 
House ; but the House will feel that a 
very large number of pure respectable 
‘women are exposed to annoyance from 


{13 JuLy 1900} 


Service Estimates. 1546 
men in a manner which is simply in- 
tolerable. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber must connect the Home Office with 
his remarks. He must bear in mind that 
he is discussing the Home Office Vote, 
and that it is not possible to go into 
these questions unless he can connect 
them in some way with that Vote. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: The way I 
connect them is this: I say that the 


‘administration of the police with regard 


to these matters is very ineffective, and is 
it not in order to mention such evidence 
as I have to show it is inefiective ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I should have 
thought that that would have come upon 
the Police Vote. Had I known that the 
hon. Gentleman was not going to connect 
it with this Vote I should have ruled him 
out of order long ago. I thought that he 
was going to say that some action that 
the Home Office might have taken they 
had not taken, or that they had taken 
some action which they ought not to have 
taken. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: May I ask if 
the Home Secretary is not the responsible 
head of the London police? As I under- 
stand we are discussing a motion for the 
reduction of the salary of the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The well-known 
rule is that you must raise a particular 
question on a particular Vote. I thought 
the hon. Gentleman was going to attack 
the Home Office in respect of some Acts 
which he apprehended were not properly 
enforced. He must in some way connect 
his argument with the administration of 
the Home Office. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I will ask 
whether I am in order in mentioning 
that the Home Office and the Home 
Secretary do not enforce Lord Campbell’s 
Act as it ought to be enforced. ‘The 
main portion of my argument goes to 
show that London is infested with low 
illustrated papers full of indecent pictures, 
These are largely circulated among school 
children. I cannot conceive of anything 
more fitted to debauch the minds of the 
young. It seems almost a mockery to 
talk about giving them religious educa- 
tion, and then allow this disgusting trash 
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to be placed in their hands. I have per- 
sonal experience, having examined it, of 
the printed rubbish, | cannot call it 
literature, which is circulated all over 
London, and I took the liberty of sending 
to the hon. Members of this House a 
copy of one paper full of these indecent 
pictures, and absolutely devoid of any 
moral sentiment from beginning to end. 
The point I wish to raise is, whether it is 
not possible for the Home Office to throw 
more vigour into the administration of 
the law, and whether it is not possible 
to put some check upon the villains who 
scour the picture galleries of Europe to col- 
lect the worst garbage and reproduce them 
in cheap forms for English circulation— 
the vile publishers who offer twenty-four 
of such pictures for 6d., and which are 
advertised in the cheap papers sold to boys 
and girls. Why isthe law not enforced ? 
I might remind the House that I carried 
through the House, twelve years ago, a 
resolution to this effect — 

“That this House deplores the rapid spread 
of demoralising literature in this country, and 
is of opinion that the law against obscene pub- 
lications and prints should be vigorously en- 
forced. and, if necessary strengthened.” 


Let me tell the House what happened. 
After this resolution was passed there was 
no difficulty. It had a wonderful effect 
in quickening the action of the police 
authorities, and led to prosecutions all 
over Great Britain, and convictions were 
obtained with ease which could not be 
obtained before. An immense quantity 
of the rubbish was destroyed, and some 
of the chief offenders fled the country. 
That was a result of a vote of the 
House of Commons without any change 
in the law. Now I wish that 
upon this occasion we could have a similar 
expression of opinion. The law is strong 
enough, but I contend it is not put into 
force. It surprises me that London 
magistrates refuse to convict in such cases. 
The Home Secretary has seen some 
pictures which were brought before the 
Lord Mayor, and which he refused to 
proceed against. The silly argument is 
used that they are works of art. “ Art ” 
is used as a kind of charm. It reminds 
me of the way the Dublin Invincibles 
disguised the crime of murder by calling 
it “removal.” They talked of ‘ remov- 
ing” Lord Frederick Cavendish and Mr. 
Burke, and seemed to think this took it 
out of the category of murder. So some 
sapient magistrates think that if you call 


Mr. Samuel Smith. 


{COMMONS} 
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becomes sacrosanct. There is a wide- 
spread opinion that the Ten Command- 
ments do not apply to art or the drama. 
I do not think this House or the nation 
will endorse this opinion. There is one 
great firm which has been most particular 
as to the literature with which they 
dealt— Messrs. W. H. Smith and Sons ; 
but [ am sorry to say that of late years 
there has been laxity even there. It is a 
remarkable fact that in all matters of 
this kind it is public opinion which 
decides what the law shall be. The law 
should be made more rigid. Related 
to this trade in obscene pictures is the 
great abuse of mutoscopic or animated 
pictures. This wonderful discovery can 
be utilised to give rational and innocent 
entertainment, and usually is, but it is 
also used by ruffians to debauch the 
young. It is the custom now to take an 
empty shop into which these machines 
are put, and to put into the window 
suggestive or disgusting titles of the 
views, and then, in order to create 
notice, children are invited in to 
look at the machines, which contain 
pictures of semi-nude women, ete. In my 
constituency last year we discovered some 
“penny -in-the-slot” machines which 
exhibited grossly indecent pictures to 
boys and girls, and I had many letters 
complaining of this plague from seaside 
resorts. Now [ am told that many parts 
of London are plagued with it. I have 
communicated with the Home Secretary 
again and again upon this subject. [| 
have done my utmost to get accurate in- 
formation, and I have made no statement 
which is not absolutely true. I find a 
great objection generally raised to prose- 
eutions with regard to these pictures is 
that they are works of art. They are 
not works of art at all, but evil and 
obscene pictures. There is something 
now going on at Earl’s Court Exhibition, 
where there are mutoscopic exhibitions 
in different parts of the grounds, and this 
is what is being shown. I quote from a 
reliable observer, who says— 

“T visited the exhibition at Earl’s Court on 
Friday, June 29th. Many ‘animated pictures,’ 
‘mutoscopic views,’ or ‘moving pictures’ are 
on view there in various parts of the grounds 
and buildings, all exhibited by means of 
‘penny-in-the-slot machines.’ The first set of 
machines [ visited were advertised to contain 
‘mutoscopic’? views, and a number were 
labelled with suggestive titles. [ put a penny 
in one machine, und found that it contained a 
series of pictures of girls in short frocks en- 
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gaged in kicking at a hat which was held 
above their heads, there being at each attempt 
a liberal display of underclothing. In another 
machine of this set, labelled ‘The Spider and 
the Fly, views were exhibited showing a 
woman in tights sitting in the centre of an 
imitation spider’s web, and inviting a young 
man to come to her. He resists at first ; 
but in the last view, rushes forward, evi- 
dently to embrace her. There were 
many other views with suggestive titles. 
One which [I saw was called ‘Mixed 
Bathing Allowed,’ and represented women in 
scanty hathing costumes playing on the beach. 
I visited another set of machines not labelled 
‘mutoscopic.’ I asked the name of the owner, 
and was told by the attendant that they were 
owned by Gordon and Co., whose address I 
found to be 3 and 4, Pond Place, W. These 
pictures were the worst [ have seen. One set 
was entitled ‘ Behind the Scenes of a Paris 
Theatre,’ and consisted of thirteen pictures, 
which I saw. All of these pictures were objec- 
tionable, and many were indecent. One was 
the picture of a perfectly nude female ; another 
represented a girl undressing in a bedroom ; a 
third a girl with nothing on but a thin under- 
garment; and many were pictures of the 
lowest kind of French dancers in indecent and 
suggestive attitudes. I may add that the 
attendants at many of these machines are 
girls.” 

It is entirely forgotten that children must 
be protected in a different way from 
grown persons. The same _ principle 
applies to public placards. Many of 
these are disgusting, and border on the 
line that would enable a prosecution to be 
successfully undertaken. To say the 
least, they are extremely vulgar and 
brutalising ; they are continually feeding 
the mind of the young with evil sugges- 
tions; and they induce a coarse and 
animal view of life. These pictures remain 
indelibly photographed on the minds of 
the young. Why should the young not 
be protected 2 Why should city councils 
not have a discretionary authority to keep 
the streets, which are public thorough- 
fares, free from this moral poison? I do 
not think this House realises what a 
relief it would be to fathers and mothers 
if they knew that these debasing adver- 
tisements could be suppressed. I bring 
these evils before the House assured of 
the sympathy of the Home Secretary. I 
know that he wishes his hands to be 
strengthened by this House, and I feel 
sure that if it agrees to this resolution, 
an era of reform will set in which will be 
fruitful of good to the rising generation. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £96,207, be 
granted for the said Service.” — (Jr. 
Samuel Sinith.) 


{13 JuLy 1900} 
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Mr. SOUTTAR (Dunifriesshire): I 
rise to support the motion of my hon. 
friend, and my excuse for doing so is the. 
fact that for more than sixteen years I 
have been connected with work specially 
amongst young men, and that I have had 
the opportunity of learning the difficulties. 
young men have, especially in the 
metropolis. It is especially on behalf 
of young men that I would plead with 
the Home Secretary. Let me say that 
neither my hon. friend nor any of us pre- 
tends that there is any possibility of pre- 
venting sin in the City of London. All 
that we ask is that the Home Office should 
make London just as good as other cities 
are. Some of us who have travelled know 
the cities of India intimately, and many 
of us have been in the cities of America, 
and in the cities on the Continent. I do 
not hesitate to say that there is no city 
in India, America, or on the Continent, or- 
even in the provinces of this country 
that at all approaches to the con- 
dition of London. In London we see 
vice flaunting. Of course, hon. Members 
will perhaps say that in other countries 
it is thrust underground. That is per- 
fectly and absolutely true ; but from my 
point of view I think that there is very 
great danger in the open flaunting of vice. 
I came to London myself as a young man 
of seventeen, and let me say that there 
are many hon. Members here who have 
no conception of what the temptations of’ 
the people are. They go to preparatory 
schools in their childhood, they go to 
public schools in their boyhood, and as 
they get older they go to the university. 
In the preparatory school, the public 
school, and the university they are 
specially sheltered—although there are 
many other temptations—from this parti- 
cular form of temptation. But a young 
man comes to London and goes into a 
shop or an office, and having the whole 
evening to himself he is expected to turn 
out as soon as the shutters are put up, 
and he is not expected home till supper 
time. He is looked upon as a trouble if 
he remains in the place of business or the 
home attached to it, during the evening 
hours. What place has he to go to except 
the streets? It has been very well said 
that the streets are the playground of the 
poor. I know the truth as regards 
a large number of the young men who 
come up from the provinces. Many of 
them escape the perils around them and 
become leading citizens in London, but 
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many others—I am afraid a very con- 
siderable number of them—are abso- 
lutely ruined for time and eternity before 
‘they have been six months in the City of 
London. I know that temptations must 
abound ; but I do think that the Home 
Secretary, if enabled by the strong 
opinion of the House of Commons to 
earry out that which I believe to be in 
his heart—could arrange that there should 
be less of this open temptation which so 
easily catches a young man when he first 
comes to the City of London But I 
appeal to the Home Secretary not only on 
behalf of young men, but also of young 
women. I believe that if any Member 
‘will just go and stand in Regent 
Circus, Piccadilly Cireus, Regent Street, 
-or Piccadilly during the time that 
shops are closing, and when the 
milliners, shop girls, and dressmakers 
are going home, he will entirely under- 
stand my position and sympathise with 
what I say. He will see there girls who are 
working very hard, earning, perhaps, 10s. 
or 15s., or at the outside £1 a week, who 
.are dressed very sparingly, and sometimes 
in very poor garments, jostled and thrust 
into the gutter by women in silks and 
satins. Can you wonder if girls in that 
position, if they contrast their position 
‘with the position of those others, should 
begin to consider whether after all it 
‘would not pay to become vicious like the 
rest ? Not only is that true of that class 
of girls, but I think the condition of our 
streets is a great temptation to all the 
children of the poor. A working man 
-cannot afford to dress his girls the way 
these women are dressed, and every 
woman is naturally fond of good clothing. 
When the daughters of our poor respect- 
able working-men begin to wander in the 
streets, and to see how these women are 
able to dress, can you wonder if that also 
forms a very strong temptation to them ; 
because, of course, these poor creatures do 
not see the whole story. They know 
nothing of the hospital, the awful 
disease, and the terrible death. All 
they see is the good apparel, and 
all they know of the life of the 
women walking the pavement is that 
their condition seems to be much better 
than their own. There is another reason 
why I should entreat the Home Office to 
do something. I know as a matter of 
fact that in many parts of London the 
condition of the streets—-a condition 
which is tolerated by the Home Office 
Mr. Souttar. 


{COMMONS} 


Service Estinutes. 1552 


is reducing the value of property. I could 
take hon. Members to whole districts 
where rents have been reduced 20 
and even 30 per cent., and in some places 
even more than that, and if you ask 
the house agents why the rents have 
been reduced they will tell you it is 
because these particular streets have 
become the haunts of prostitutes—not to 
a very great extent, but where a few 
yiris cluster in the evening, perhaps a 
dozen at most. Yet that one fact has 
reduced the value of property to a con- 
siderable extent. Ithink these are con- 
siderations which ought to affect the 
mind of those who are in authority. Let 
me just say one word in conclusion. My 
hon. friend has spoken of foreign women 
who come to London. I know as a 
matter of fact that there is a very great 
deal more of that than anybody would 
conceive who had not studied the 
question. I will say more—I know 
as a matter of fact that the earnings of 
these women are not the earnings of their 
particular vile trade, but that they depend, 
and those who support them and brought 
them over depend, upon robbery and 
blackmail. There is far more of that 
going on in London than anybody has 
any conception of, and for the sake of 
our young men and young women, for the 
sake of the owners of property and those 
who desire to spend peaceful lives, and 
also for the sake of the protection of the 
citizens, [ think the Home Office ought to 
strengthen itself in this matter, and make 
London a place fit to iive in. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I do not 
doubt the sincerity of the hon. Gentleman 
who moved the reduction of my salary—for 
the very extraordinary reason that I am 
not able to control the morals of London 
nor the earnestness of the hon. Gentle- 
man who seconded the motion. I agree 
with the hon. Members that a great many 
of the things which are seen in London, 
advertisements and otherwise, are dis- 
gusting. But there is a very great 
difference between objectionable publica- 
tions and objectionable exhibitions which 
come within the law, and those which are 
merely coarse, vulgar, and, if you like, 
degrading and demoralising, but which it 
is not possible at present to prosecute. 
It is, in these circumstances, rather hard 
that the Home Office or the police should 
be attacked, as they have been by the 
hon. Member who seconded the motion, 
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for not having done more to keep more 
pure and free from abomination parti- 
cular streets in London. I should be very 
glad to know any case in which either 
that hon. Gentleman or the hon. Member 
for Flintshire considers the police have 
failed to do their duty in the way of pro- 
secutions. 


Mr. SOUTTAR: I referred to the 
Home Office in such a way as merely to 
keep myself within the ruling of the 
Chairman. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I am per- 
fectly willing to take upon myself the 
responsibility for the police. Nobody 
who takes an interest in this question can 
be altogether pleased with a great many 
things to be seen in certain parts of Lon- 
don at certain times of the mght; but Ido 
not agree that, under the present condition 
of the law, or under any condition of the 
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law that is likely to be sanctioned by | 


Parliament, it is very easy to remedy that 
state of things. If you are to clear the 
streets of women who solicit you must 


have evidence to take the offenders before | 


the magistrates ; and, although the police, 
who walk about mostly in couples in order 


to avoid mistakes and charges of blackmail, | 


make every effort to deal with the evil, 
the private persons who are subjected to 
annoyance are not, as a rule, willing to 
come forward, and without their evidence 
there is very little chance of obtaining 
convictions. I can assure hon. Gentle- 
men who take an interest in these matters 
that I have assured the police over and 
over again that they will receive every 
support from the Home Office in taking 
cases before the magistrates in which 
there is evidence that there has been a 
contravention of the law to the annoyance 
of any person in the street. The figures 
show that there has been an increase of 
these charges during the past few years, 
and an increase of convictions. But the 
hon. Gentleman spoke of the way the 
streets of Liverpool or Manchester 
had been reformed. Even if the law in 
these cities is the same as in London, that 
is not the case with Glasgow (also men- 
tioned by the hon. Member), where there 
is a law which would not be tolerated 
in London. And in any case in Liverpool 
a great many persons interested in the 
state of the streets have banded them- 
selves together, as I understand, and made 
it their business to bring cases before the 
magistrates to be dealt with, and that 
could be done also in London perhaps with 
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| the special co-operation of the vestries. To 
'make the police the primary and main 
| prosecutors in these cases is a dangerous 
| thing, but I have instructed the police to 
| give every assistance in their power to. 
| persons who bring such charges, and those 
| who bring charges against persons breaking 
| the law will have the entire support of 
| the Home Office. I did not understand: 
| the hon. Member for Flintshire to make 
| any charge against me for failing to sup- 
port local authorities in the suppression 
of disorderly houses. I did not under- 
stand him to say that I could do more in 
that respect. The police have instruc- 
| tions to give every assistance that can be 
| given to vestries and local authorities in 
| the way of getting evidence for the sup- 
| pression of disorderly houses. A great 
| deal has been done in that direction in the 
| past few years. For instance, the figures 
| show that in 1898 in London there were 
222 convictions in cases brought mainly 
|through the action of the police. The 
hon. Member for Dumfriesshire referred 
to the case of those infamous persons who 
live upon the earnings of these unhappy 
' women, but he failed to give the Home 
Office credit for the passing of an Act 
two years ago which so frightened many 
| of these persons that, before it received the 
| Royal Assent, they fled from the country. 
Moreover, during the two months or so of 
1898 during which the Act was in opera- 
tion there were in London alone thirty- 
nine prosecutions under it and _ thirty- 
three convictions, while last year there 
were about 200 charges and 130 convic- 
tions of such persons. The hon. Member 
for Flintshire referred to the exhibition 
of newspapers and photographs of a 
demoralising and degrading character, 
and I think there is a great deal of truth 
in what he says—namely, that much of 
what is going on in this respect must be 
shocking to any man or woman who has 
regard to the morality of the country. 
3ut, coarse as many of these publications 
are, they do not come within the limits 
of the law as faras I know ; while with 
regard to the living pictures to which the 
hon. Gentleman has directed my attention 
there is not one in which, on the evidence 
which I have been able to get, there is 
a chance of obtaining a conviction. 
I do not think the police or myself can be 
blamed for not prosecuting. The hon. 
Gentleman sent me an illustrated publica- 
tion this morning, and I assume that he 
thinks that paper could be prosecuted with 
success. I venture to say that no court 
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of summary jurisdiction and no jury would | 
declare the publication to be obscene. 


They are not very beautiful pictures, per- | 


haps, that are reproduced therein, but 
I do not think the hon. Gentleman is 
quite right in setting up his own standard 
of what he considers immoral and obscene 
when he blames the authorities for not 
prosecuting papers of that kind. That 
is an instance he gave me of the kind of 
publication which ought to be prosecuted. 
I have done everything I could within 
the limits of the law both to protect the 
streets of London, keeping them as clear as 
possible of vice, and to giveevery assistance 
to local authorities to put down disorderly 


houses. I have done everything I could to | 


instruct the Public Prosecutor to act where 
prosecutions could be entered upon with 
success, and Ido not think any reason has 
been shown why I should depart from the 
course I have taken. I am most anxious 
to carry out the law as it stands, and I 
think that a good deal more could be done 
if more public feeling were exhibited in 
deprecation of a good deal that is pub- 
lished and doue. But that is a very 
different thing from bringing new things 
within the criminal law. I can only 
assure the hon. Gentleman and his sup- 
porters that the police are not insensible 
of their duty in any respect, and as long 
as I hold my office I will do my best 
under advice to deal with that which ean 
be taken notice of. After this assurance 
I hope the Committee will be content 
with the discussion which has taken 
place. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The hon. Member 
for Flintshire has done what he considers to 
be his duty in bringing before the House 
of Commons the condition of the streets 
of London as viewed by himself. I do 
not associate myself with the motive that 
has induced the hon. Gentleman to make 
the speech and to give the evidence to' 
which we have listened to-night, but I 
will say this: I think it can be said of all 
of us, whether we are puritanical or) 
religious, whether we are strait-laced or 
whether we look at life in a cavalier 
manner, that we are agreed as to the 
necessity of London being aclean, decent, 
healthy, but free city. We all want to 
save youth, both boys and girls, from | 
contamination. But it is not only in the 
streets of London that boys and girls are 
contaminated. I have heard that, through 
evil influence and bad environment, schools 
which I need not name have done a great 


Sir M. White Ridley. 
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deal more to corrupt certain youths than 
ever poor boys have been corrupted in the 
slums of the East End of London. It is 
evident, also, that religion does not always 
mean a strict adherence to monogamic 
rules and a low illegitimate ‘birth 
rate. I have known countries which 
were very religious, but whose 
illegitimate birth rate was dispropor- 
tionately high. But without being 
a puritan and without desiring to restrict, 
I believe thehon, Member for Flintshire has 
made out a case for the law being more 
strictly enforced, and police administra- 
tion being more sensibly and more vigi- 
lantly pushed forward. Given every 
latitude that ought to be given to free- 
dom, to disciplined gaiety, to art, to 


| literature, and to the rational enjoyment of 


a free people in their own way in a rich 
and large city, I think there is yet much 
to be done to prevent sheer animalism 
and brutality and bestiality protruding 
themselves as they have protruded them 
selves recently in very subtle forms in the 
West End of London. I, for instance, do 
not share the view of my hon. friend 
about prostitution. I believe that prostitu- 
tion is economic, social, sometimes indus- 
trial, and so far as persons are concerned 
it is often purely physical. When econo- 
mic conditions prevent marital relation- 
ship, as they often do, concubinage pre- 
vails, prostitution exists, and vice and 
sometimes bestiality follow. You cannot 
put down prostitution by pious opinion, 
by religious sentiment, or by calling wpon 
the Home Secretary to send the police to 
suppress it. But at the same time, when 
that prostitution assumes the indeceni 
phase it can be seen to assume in certain 
streets of London, prostitution in 
its objectionable form has got 
to be dealt with, [ do not want 
to harry these poor women who ply 
their dreadful calling with most melan- 
choly features as a rule, whose dress is 
disproportionately gay, as their real 
spirits are very low and drab in colour. [ 
should be sorry to see detectives put to 
watch these people or to worry them in 
any way whatsoever ; but, so far as it is 
possible to remove and reduce prostitu- 
tion, I am in favour of it being done. 
Having said that, it is possible so to orga- 
nise the public decency of streets as to 
give liberty, almost licence, and yet keep 
the young from being corrupted. [am 
a practical man and a Londoner, and I 
venture to say there is not an oificer in 
Seotland Yard who. knows more of the 
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shady side of London than I do—a 
cockney lad, born and bred. But we have 
been able to purge the London parks of 
not always the poor ruffian, but fre- 
quently the well-dressed ruffian, who had 
sated his appetite in every other direc- 
tion, and looked upon our London parks 
and playgrounds as a means to satisfy an 
appetite I need not refer to. 
done that in ten years—and how have we 


done it? I can remember the time when 
‘and put into force—within a week— 


the parks of the Metropolitan Board of 


Works were as repulsive and as indecent | 


as a superintendent of police told me, to 


his shame, the other night, in his opinion | 


St. James’s and Hyde Parks are at this 
very time. How have we done it? We 
have told our constables they are to do 
their best to protect the young against 
these men who molest them. It has been 
done, and the result is that every London 
mother can now look upon a London 
County Council park or open space not 
only as a playground, but, so to speak, as 
a moral sanctuary in which her young 
boys and girls can go and play un- 
molested. Ido not want to give you all 
the details of how we have done it. Our 
constables, perhaps, were not too precise 
as to the spirit and the letter of the law ; 
there were some councillors who, unlike 
the Home Office, did not hesitate to assist 
the constables in purging the parks and 
open spaces of this particular type of 
person. But there is the fact—those 
persons have been cleared out, and the 
parks are free of them. I believe that, 
by asimilar vigorous application of the 
same conditions of service, the same result 


could to a great extent be secured in| 


Hyde Park and in some of the streets. 
Now I come to a statement made by the 
hon. Member for Flintshire. He quoted 
Bishop Barry. I wish he had also quoted 
Bishop Barry’s reference to the inefficient 
administration of the Home Office some 
two or three years ago, and that he had 
given the opinion of some of the loca! 
people that the police were not doing 
in that particular district everything 
they might do. But the hon. Member 
did not a so. I, however, will venture 
to say that in this respect the Home Sec- 
retary is not doing what he ought to do 
under the law. Why do I say that? .1 
had the pleasure and honour of helping 
the late Attorney General one morning in 
1898 in getting through a very small Act, 
which, likemany small things, seems to have 
done a great deal of good. That was an 
amendment of the Vagrancy Act of 1824. 


{13 JuLy 1900} 


| *Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: My own 
| Act. 


We have | 
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| 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I agree. I do 


not want to deny the right hon. Gentle- 


man the authorship. So far as the 
authorship is concerned I will divide it 
equally between the late Attorney 
General and the Home Sectetary. But 
what was the effect of that measure ? 
Immediately after the Act was passed 


400 French, Belgian, German, and other 
bullies left London by steamer and re- 
turned to the Continent. However 
charitable we may be to the women who 
are driven to prostitution from any cause, 
we have no right to be in any way 
sympathetic to the  ruffians who 
live upon these women, who not only 
brutally ill- treat the women, but 
are also systematic criminals, and 
who, when they are not ill-treating 
the women, and living on the proceeds of 
their degradation, or consorting with 
thieves, are doing other and worse things. 
With that type of man we ought to have 
no sympathy whatever. But somehow or 
other, during the last two years, these 
people have returned. Owing to the 
laxity of the administration of that Act 
between 1898 and 1900 these men are 
coming back again, and if the right hon. 
Gentleman will go to Piccadilly Circus, 
Charles Street, Duke Street, and George 
Street—I will run him round myself with 
pleasure—he will see that some portions 
of Piccadilly are getting as bad as they 
used to be. I am not altogether con- 
cerned about the prostitute, as I said, but 
I am concerned in putting down the 
souteneur and the bully. I am also 
credibly informed that there is taking 
root in London a new form of vice, 
Eastern in its origin, and most animal and 
bestial in its character. This form of 
vice has got to be, and can be, stamped 
out in so far as it applies to 
the men, and it can be done 
under the terms of the Act to 
which I have referred. The right hon. 
Gentleman said he had not been directly 
censured by the hon. Member for Flint- 
| shire for negligence in these matters. I will 
| have the boldness to say that if the Home 
| Secretary wants to make London decent 
he should carry out the suggestion I will 
| make to him. Let him transfer the East 
| End superintendents at once for two 
'years from the East End of London, 
| where these things do not prevail, to the 
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A, B, C, D and E divisions; let them | miserable wage of 28s. and under per 
come over with their East London ideas week. If the Home Secretary thinks he 
of morality and public decency and en- | can get a man on point duty in Piccadilly 
force in the West End what they daily | Circus from eleven o'clock at night until 


and nightly do in the East End, and he | two o’clock in the morning to ‘walk the 


will find that much of the objectionable | 


things the hon. Member for Flintshire has | 


mentioned will disappear. Now, I will | 
come a little closer to the right hon. | 
Gentleman. He wants to know how | 
these things can be stopped. I will make | 
a practical suggestion. He admits that. 
blackmailing is increasing. So it is. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: 
Say so. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I think that if the 
right hon. Gentleman asks Sir Edward 
Bradford he will be told that that is the 
case, and the right hon. Gentleman’s own 
Report as to the convictions under the 


Vagrancy Act will also prove it. The, 


Home Secretary says he is quite willing 
to do anything he can to check this evil 
without interfering with the freedom, the 
gaiety, and the happiness of this big city. 
Here is my suggestion. Notwithstanding 
the fact that they do not always do | 
everything they should, I believe that the 
Metropolitan Police, after the City 
Police, are the best police force in the 
world. Iought to know something about 
that, as I have come into closer contact 
with them than any other Member of the 
House. I let it go at that. After the 
City Police—who are better paid, areunder 
municipal control, are under a Watch 
‘Committee, and the chief of whom is in 
daily contact with the citizens on the 
Watch Committee—the Metropolitan 


I did not | 


straight path of duty, integr ity, and 
probity, on 21s. 10d. per week, out of 
which he has probably a wife and two 
children to keep, he is asking too much 
‘from a policeman whose lot ordinarily 
is not a happy one. He should make it 
a rule that no man employed in the West 
End district of London should have less 
' than 30s. a week as a minimum, while the 
special point duty men—and this would 
not cPpy to more than 1,000 men—in 
the A C, D, and E divisions should 
‘have not less than 35s. Why do I say 
358.1? Because it is well known in the 
force that married men always make the 
best policemen. There is a reason for it ; 
we do not want to discuss it. I would 
always prefer to have married men for 
this class of work. Ifthe right hon. Gentle- 
man would give these men a minimum 
wage of 35s. or 30s. plus a lodging allow- 
ance, which the men have a_ right 
to claim, I am positively convinced that 
| Many of the things to which the 
hon. Gentleman has objected would 
be removed by mere administrative im- 
provement and efficiency. The right 
hon. Gentleman may ask me what reason 
I have for suggesting any increase of 
wage. Looking at his Report this year, I 
find 2,000 constables out of 13,000 were 
reported and punished ; 349 were reduced 
in pay to the extent of from 2s. to 8s. 
weekly ; and 131 were dismissed the 
force. I want to know why those 2,000 
men were reported and punished. 


Police are the best in the world. But | 


they are not good enough in this respect. 
In their own journal, the Police Review, 
you find evidence of things being done by 
the police which, say what you like, do 
undermine vigilance, destroy probity, 
and affect impartiality. If the Home 
Secretary wants to clear the West End 
of London of these evils he has got to 
render it impossible for 1,171 policemen | 
to be compelled to live on a net weekly | 
wage of 21s. 10d. per week. You have no 
right to ask a young policeman, six feet 
in height, to live in the neighbourhood of 
Piccadilly on such a wage. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 
Member is rather anticipating the Vote 
_for the Police Force. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: It is exceed- 
ingly difficult for me, having been asked 
by the Home Secretary to give direct 
instances, to keep within the ‘strict tech- 

nical ruling, and I should personally be 
| Very much obliged if you would allow 
| me to reply to the right hon. Gentleman. 
| I see no other way of doing it. 


When there | 





are soutenews, bullies, restaurant and club | *Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY was under- 
proprietors, and brothel keepers around | stood to say he had not made such a 
him night and day, it is too low a wage. | request ; all he had said was that he was 
There are 4,366 constables, both married | | prepared to support the police in carrying 
and single, in London getting the‘ out the law. 


Mr. John Burns. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS: My answer to 


that is, that the only way you can have 
the law carried out efficiently is to put 
these constables in the position I have in- 
dicated. I am quoting these instances in 
which the law has been broken, and I 
want to know what breach of the law it 
was that caused the right hon. Gentleman 
to dismiss 131 policemen last year. 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: I think that is a 
matter of detail which must come upon 
the detailed Vote for the Metropolitan 
Police. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Then as I can- 
not enlarge upon this particular point, I 
should be driven to prove that the 
Vagrancy Act and nearly all the sixty 
Acts under which the Home Secretary 
administers the 


be, simply because it is impossible for a 
London constable to be virtuous on 
21s. 10d. per week. I now come to 
another point. I am not only concerned 
with the police in relation to vice and 
indecency ; I have a complaint to make 
about the way in which the police law is 
evaded in regard to coffee-stalls at night- 
time. I am not talking of bona fide 
coffee-stalls, but of those innumerable 
coffee-stalls that are springing up, 
especially where prostitutes most do con- 
gregate, which give an excuse for dis- 
orderly people to gather, and which are a 
centre of rows, trouble, assaults, and so 
forth. If the police were better treated 
and hetter paid they would be able to 


deal with these conditions better than | 


they. now do. I have in my hand _ pro- 
tests from the LambethVestry, the Rother- 


hithe Vestry, and the Walworth Vestry, | 


from a conference of local authorities 
held upon the condition of London streets 
at night time, and they all side with me 
in saying that if the police and the Home 
Secretary did their duty more vigilantly, 
many of the objectionable things we have 
witnessed could be abolished. My last 
point is strictly germane to the question. 
The Home Secretary must know that in 
the Police Review, which is filed and bound 
most religiously at the Home Office, and 
which is read by every member of the 
force, the best officers are saying there is 
a condition of things going on in regard 
to the Metropolitan Police Force that 
makes for dereliction of duty and brings 
about on the part of the police an obliga- 
tion to the club proprietors, restaurant 


{13 Juty 1900} 


London police force | 
are not so well enforced as they should | 
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keepers, and publicans in the West End 
of London. What is that? It is the 
touting of tickets for the Metropolitan 
Police Orphanage, for police excursions, 
and many other things connected with 
the police. The practice is denounced by 
the men’s own journal. I will tell you 
how it is done. A policeman is told off 
to go toa West End club, a restaurant, 
perhaps a brothel under the name of a 
club. Hesays to the proprietor, ‘Take 
£5 worth of tickets for our Metropolitan 
| Police Orphanage, will you?” The pro- 
| prietor, anxious to be on good terms with 

‘the police, takes the tickets, and 
what does he do? He says, “I do not 
want to go to this ; you take the tickets 

| back again.” The tickets are taken back 

‘again, and there is the charge in the 

Police Review that tickets which have 

been paid for once are sold over and 

over again, and the men make money out 

‘of them. The effect of this is that the 
club proprietors, publicans, and brothel- 
keepers have indirectly the police under 

| their control. Stop the volice doing this 
kind of thing. If you do not stop it, the 
things the hon. Member for Flintshire has 
complained of will go on; the system 
will extend and deepen until we will have 
in London what you can see in the 
“Tenderloin” district of New York, 

| where the chief inspector, when I was 
there five years ago, admitted making 
£10,000 a year by blackmailing the 
gambling hells and prostitutes in that 

‘district. Stop this practice; make it 

‘illegal; dismiss the first constable or 

officer found doing it in connection with 

the orphanage, cricket club, or anything 
else. If you do that, and raise the wages 
to 35s. a week, you will do a great deal 
towards purging the police force and re- 
moving many of the evils complained of. 

I have one other suggestion. Get rid of 

your four chief constables. You have 


‘four chief constables getting about 
| £4,000 a year. You do not want 
them; they are superfluous; they 


| interfere with the superintendents ; they 
/are unnecessary ; they are mischievous. 
| Get rid of them, and the money you save 
can be used for raising the wages of the 
constables. You should also see that 
your superintendents of police go about 
not in the plain clothes they now do. 
What is the chief merit of the super- 
intendent of police in a provincial town ? 
It is that everybody knows him; he is 
in uniform; and if a shopkeeper is 
molested in any way by roughs he goes 
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straight up to the superintendent and 
says, “Put a man on here.” We never 
see the superintendent of a division in 
London ; he is either burying himself in 
musty documents in his office—which a 
fourth-rate constable could do—or he is 
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riding about in a dogcart in civilian | 


clothes, and nobody knows him. Let the 


superintendents walk about each of the | 


thirty divisions of London, known to the 


people, accessible to every vestryman, | 


If he | 


guardian, and county councillor. 
brings himself into contact with the 
people great good will be done. As you, 
Sir, have decided that I cannot go further 
into the details of police administration ; 
as [ am not allowed to quote the numbers 


of the Police Review dated 28th July, | 


1899, May, and so forth, which confirm 
every statement I have made; as this is 
not the opportunity of giving detailed 
suggestions as to how Scotland Yard 
could be improved and the police force 
generally made more efficient, I will 
conclude by saying that you have got a 
good police force, but that force is being 
“ militarised” too much. The best police 
force is a civilian force ; I believe the best 
chief constables are lawyers who have the 
judicial mind and the civilian instinet-—— 


*TuE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is now clearly diverging from the Vote 
under discussion. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Very well, Sir. 


I will conclude by asking the right hon. | 


Gentleman to pay deep attention to the 
suggestions I have made, and not to 
accept every puritanical suggestion of my 


hon. friend the Member for Flintshire. If | 


the right hon. Gentleman is at all inclined 
to doubt any of my statements, and would 
like a personally conducted tour to prove 
every one of my assertions, I shall be 


delighted to oblige him. He may rely | 


upon this, that the streets of London will 
never beas pure as they ought to be until 
my suggestion with regard to the minimum 
wage of the constable is carried out, so 
that he may not be so liable to the temp- 
tation to which too many succumb. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The hon. 
Member for Battersea has made a very 
serious charge against the London police 
force. Of course it is a charge I cannot 
accept, and I have no knowledge of its 
truth ; but I will examine into the state- 
ments which have been made. Mean- 


while I repudiate them most warmly. 
Mr. John Burns. 
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| Sm MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
| brightshire) thought those who lived in 
|London and had children and young 
acquaintances must feel ashamed of the 
condition of things in the streets. They 
knew how these matters were treated in 
Scotland, and his hon. friend the Member 
for Flintshire had instanced Sheffield, Man- 
chester, Cardiff, and other large towns as 
| symbolical of what London ought to be. 
He thought a great deal more ought to 
be done in London to suppress bad litera- 
ture, which was very harmful and hurtful 
to the morals of the young. In these 
matters they represented their constitu- 
encies, who were quite as anxious as they 
were that something should be done, and 
it was their duty to urge upon the 
' Government the necessity of doing some- 
| thing to suppress these vices. They were 
all perfectly well aware of the disgraceful 
things they saw in shop windows, which 
were exhibited practically uncontrolled 
_by the police, for they were photographs 
and drawings of what they deemed 
impure and immoral. They should 
strengthen the hands of the Home Secre- 
tary in dealing with these matters, and he 
| believed that was the intention of the hon. 
Member for Flintshire, who did not move 
| this reduction simply to catch a party vote. 
He congratulated his hon. friend upon 
bringing forward this motion, and he was 
glad to hear that he did not intend to put 
| the Committee to the trouble of a division. 
A great deal more required to be done in 
the way of suppressing this vice, and he 
trusted his right hon. friend would not 
' relax his efforts in that direction. 


*Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Holmfirth) : None of us expect to make 
people moral by Act of Parliament, but 
you can doa very great deal to remove 
temptations to immorality by legislation 
and administration, and that is all the 
hon. Member for Flint requires to be 
done. I want the Home Secretary to 
'make himself acquainted with the ad- 

ministration of some of the large towns 

in the North of England, and if he does 
| he will find that there are more ways and 
/means under the existing law than those 
' which have been adopted in London. If 
| he would acquaint himself with what is 
| going en in large northern towns he would 
| find a much better state of things, and he 
| would derive very great benefit from it. 
| Action of different kinds has been taken 
| elsewhere to deal with this evil. We are 


‘getting more particular every day in 
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regard to the dangers arising from | generally discussed, but I think my hon. 
bad food, drink, and milk, and | friend has been amply justified in raising 
I know not what besides, and I do not} so serious a subject, and no one 
see why we should not become more alive | recognises more than I do the practical 
to the dangers to the moral and mental | work that has been done by the Home 
condition of the people which now pre- Secretary under the several headings he 
vail. If the Home Secretary will give’ has mentioned, and especially under the 
me his attention for one single moment | Vagrancy Act, and in regard to massage 
I want to impress upon him the necessity | houses where several prosecutions have been 
of making himself acquainted with the undertaken. But I wish to call the right 
administration adopted in other towns in hon.Gentleman’sattention to acertain class 
the North of England where he might get of advertisements which are deliberately 
some hints which might be applied with | inserted in newspapers. It is a question 
advantage to theadministration of London, ‘which goes to the very root of society, 
: and one which it is most desirable we 
Mr. SPICER (Monmouth Boroughs): should check. I am informed that powers 
If 1 understood the reply of the right qo exist for checking and dealing with 
hon. Gentleman correctly it seems to me this evil if sufficient proof is obtainable 
to be that so far as the law permits the that these practices are improper and im- 
police are doing all that is possible iN moral. Immediately after attempting to 
London to suppress this evil. If that is deal with this question myself I received 
the case surely it is a strong reason why large number of communications, and 
the law should he strengthened. among them was-one from a gentleman in 
*Tur CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member the South of England. He had visited his 
young nephew, and found in his room a 
heap — of disgusting illustrations, and 
things of the kind to which his hon. 
Mr. SPICER: [ am criticising the friend had referre d, and they contained a 
Home Pi dest inconnection with the very large number of those infamous 
Home Secretary's powers, and urging advertisementstowhichI drew attentionat 
that if his powers are not sufficient he : that time, and in which I hadthe sympathy 
should come down to this House and ask of the Home Secretary. These people 
permission to strengthen them. were absolutely making money out of the 
bi , ae eR. encouragement of a certain vice by black- 
“Tue C iagaage : The legislation to mailing unfortunate women. Seeing as 
which the hon. Member alludes is the Thave seen within the last few months 
action of this House and not the action Of | those things actually exhibited in shop- 
the Home Secretary. All that the hon. \indows in many parts of London, [ think 
Member can discuss is the action of the | \y» ought to have some assurance that 
Home Office upon this question. this particular matter is engaging the 
Mr. SPICER: It is very difficult to attention of the Home Office, and that 
some steps are being taken to send special 
inspectors to investigate cases of this kind. 
I think we ought to have some assurance 
from the right hon. Gentleman that this 
question will be dealt with, andif his powers 
are not sufficient to deal with this class 
to beashamed of the administration of the Of advertisements which are scattered 
streets, and we hardly know where to | broadcast all over the country, I think it 
begin to try and remedy the evil. I feel | Will be very satisfactory for the House to 
indebted to the hon. Member for Flint- learn that the question is engaging the 
shire for having had the moral courage to | #tte ntion of the Home Office, and i that he 
bring up this question in order that the | will attempt to carry out some legislation 
House may consider it. I trust this | deal with it. 
debate will not be without influence in 
stimulating the new borough councils 
to try and put down this terrible evil. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I do not intend to prolong this 
debate upon the topie which has been 


will not be in order in discussing that 
point. 


keep within your ruling, Mr. Chairman. I 
think we ought to be deeply indebted to 
the hon, Member for Flintshire for bring- 
ing up this matter. We know that it is 
a disagreeable question, and we who have 
lived in London all our lives are beginning 


| *Sm M, WHITE RIDLEY: The sub- 
| ject of which the hon. Member has spoken 
has been engaging my attention. 1 have 
had a good deal of advice upon the 
subject, and I am informed that even 
where the law is quite sufficient, the 
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difficulty is to procure evidence. So far | to the end of the nerves. That was a 


as the question touches newspaper adver- 
tisements, it is a rather serious matter to | 
deal with. [admit that at present I have 
no remedy, but I have certainly not lost 
sight of the matter, and I am most anxious 
to meet what I conceive to be a growing 
evil. As a matter of fact, [ have had 
more than one draft Bill for the purpose 
before me: but the difficulties are very 
great. 

*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I beg leave 
to withdraw my motion to divide the 
House, and I thank the Home Secretary 
for the sympathy with which he has 
replied. I believe that very good results 
will come from this debate. Probably 
when the Home Secretary has time to 
deal with the question he will do so, and 
perhaps he will take into account the 
remarks of the hon. Member for Battersea 
in dealing with the delicate work which 
requires to be done. I beg to thank the 
House for giving me this opportunity of 
raising the question. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
there were one or two other matters in 
connection with the office of the Home 
Secretary to which he wished to refer. 
There was asum of £65,000, which had 
been expended upon the inspection of 
factories and workshops. He wished to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman if he would 
see that the post offices of the country 


were inspected regularly, properly venti- | 
o J? ‘e 


lated, and kept in a sanitary condition. 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman could 
manage to co-operate with the Post 
Office authorities in this matter. 
Then there was the item of £315 
a year paid to an_ inspector, and 
£210 paid to an assistant inspector 
under the Cruelty to Animals Act. He 
wished to call attention more particularly 
to the question of vivisection, which was 
a very serious one. He believed there 
were at the London University College 
twenty gentlemen who were licensed 
vivisectors. The consequence was that 
there was a lot of unnecessary torturing 
of animals and a great many cruelties 
carried out in these experiments. He 
understood that some 236 dogs and cats 
had been operated upon. Some of these 
animals were allowed to recover conscious- 
ness after being disembowelled, and to 
make observations electricity was applied 
Sir M. White Ridley. 


sort of thing which ought not to be allowed. 
He did not say that vivisection was not 
necessary in the interests of medical 
science, but he did say that the system of 
torturing dumb animals should either be 
stopped or minimised as far as possible. 
He appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 
to see that these inspectors did their duty 
more than they had done in the past. He 
was afraid that a large amount of cruelty 
had been carried on, and it was impossible 
for the inspectors to do their work 
thoroughly under the system which they 
adopted. The inspectors ought to make 
surprise visits to these places, for it was 
not enough to intimate in advance that 
they would visit certain places at a certain 
day and hour, with the result that every- 
thing was prepared for the inspector and his 
assistant. He trusted that the right hon. 
Gentleman would give him some assurance 
that he would have this matter looked 
into as far as he could, so as to stop this 
cruelty to dumb animals, On the 20th 
of March this year he asked the right 
hon. Gentleman a question as to whether 
omnibus conductors were empowered by 
law to demand payment of the fares 
before the completion of the journey. In 
regard to these omnibuses, they were con- 
structed to carry twelve persons inside 
and not thirteen ; but when the inspector 
came inside to look at the tickets there 
were thirteen passengers, which was one 
more than the law allowed. Surely it 
was the duty of the Home Secretary 


to put an end to this infringe- 
ment of the law. It was a 
very serious annoyance to passengers 


to have to pay their fares before they 
reach their journey’s end. He would like 
to ask how the right hon. Gentleman 
would like an inspector to open the door 
of his carriage and ask him for his 
carriage licence. He felt that it was a 
great piece of impertinence on the part of 
‘bus conductors to demand the fares in 
advance. It was a practice which was 
growing in London, and which was 
getting worse and worse. The conductor 
| had no right to demand payment of the 
fares in advance. What would they 
| think if when they jumped into a cab 
i cabman demanded a shilling before 
'he started? In answer to his question 
|on the 20th March the Home Secretary 
| said he had no power to interfere, but he 
had written to the Commissioner of Police 
with reference to the payment of "bus 
fares in advance, and that official had 
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replied, stating that omnibus conductors 
were not empowered by law to demand 
the payment of the fare before the termi- 
nation of the journey. He wished to 
know whether the Home Secretary or the 
Chief Commissioner of Police was right. 
The inspectors were  an_ intolerable 
nuisance. When he was asked to show 
his ticket, he refused to do so, because 
he objected to play the spy and the 
detective on omnibus conductors, who 
worked sixteen or seventeen hours a day 
at a very small wage. That was not his 
business, and it was not fair, perhaps, on 
a cold day when a passenger was buttoned 
up to the chin to be asked to show his 
ticket, and to have to take off his gloves 
to do it. He wanted the Home Secretary 
to stop that annoyance. It was increasing 
every day, and by and by people would 
begin to think it was the law, and _per- 
haps the omnibus proprietors would have 
a Bill brought before Parliament making 
it compulsory on passengers to show 
their tickets. Of course, when it 
became compulsory he would — fall 
in with the law, as he did in 
the case of tramway companies, which 
had Parliamentary powers in the matter. 
But omnibus inspectors had no right to 
annoy passengers in that way, and the 
Home Secretary ought to make it his 
duty to see that the public were protected 
from the annoyance, and that they should 
have as much peace and calm and time for 
reflection in an omnibus as if they were 
in their own private carriages. At pre- 
sent there was no peace, and an hon. 
Member coming down to the House in an 
omnibus was unable to think over the 
next move to further the interests of his 
constituents. He hoped the Home Secre- 
tary would not remain dumb like some 
of his colleagues on the Treasury Bench, 
because if he did he would be compelled 
to divide on the Vote. He trusted that 
he would not be put to such a painful 
necessity at such a late hour. 


*Sik M. WHITE RIDLEY: With re- 
gard to omnibus conductors, I have 
already informed the hon. Gentleman 
that I have no power to interfere. The 
hon. Gentleman knows that the statutory 
rights possessed by tramway companies 
are very different from the rights of 
omnibus companies. If the hon. Gentle- 
man has any wish to ascertain the law he 
has the ordinary means of testing it, but 
I am advised that I cannot interfere 
officially. As regards the administration 
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of the Vivisection Act I am satisfied, 
having examined the matter very closely, 
that with a view to the restraint of 
cruelty the Act is carried out in accord- 
ance with the intention of Parliament. 
We have endeavoured, and [ think with 
success, to get really good men who under- 
stand the work, and take a_ personal 
interest in it, to see that the Act is 
complied with, and, as the hon. Member 
will see from the Report, surprise visits are 
frequent. Every care is taken in the issue 
of licences under the Act. 


Mr. WEIR said the right hon. Gentle- 
man had given no information with 
reference to inspectors on omnibuses. 
‘The omnibuses were only licensed by 
Scotland Yard to carry twelve passengers 
inside, and when an inspector came in he 
broke the law by making the thirteenth, 
and it was the duty of the conductor to 
hand him over to the nearest policeman. 
The right hon, Gentleman suggested that 
he might take an action at common law, 
but who would ineur law costs in such a 
matter? Passengers should be protected 
from annoyance by the authority issuing 
the licences, and as the right hon. Gentle- 
man had not given any answer on the 
point, he would move the reduction of 
the Vote by £50. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £96,357, be 
granted for the said  Service.”—(idr. 
Weir.) 

Mr. MADDISON (Shettield, Brightside) 
said he hoped his hon. friend would not 
press his motion to adivision. [t was always 
aluxury for him to voteagainst a Minister’s 
salary, but he could not accept that luxury 
at the price offered by his hon. friend. 
The request of his hon. friend for peace 
and quiet in a London omnibus was a 
supreme joke. It was a very good thing 
that passengers should be asked for their 
fares during the journey. What an 
abominable nuisance it would be if every 
passenger had to pay his fare at, for in- 
stance, the Bank. That was really asking 
too much, and if his hon. friend pressed 
the motion to a division he would cer- 
tainly vote against him. With reference 
to inspectors, what inconvenience did they 
cause to the ordinary passenger? He 
would not vote for the reduction of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s salary because 
certain hon. Members thought that all the 
fares should be collected at the end of the 
journey, and because they objected to 
omnibus inspectors. 

30 
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Mr. WEIR said he was really surprised 
at his hon. friend. If he had lived as 
many years in London as he had he would 
not have talked as he did. He did not 
object so much to the conductor asking 
for the fare, but he objected strongly to 
the inspectors. His hon. friend might 
vote against him if he liked, but he would 
stand on principle, and he would continue 
to do so as long as he was a Member of 
the House of Commons. 


Adjournment of 


(COMMONS} 


the House. 1572 
Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 


brough) said in his opinion his hon. 
friend the Member for Ross and Cromarty 
had reason for complaint, and he could 
not take the view of his hon. friend the 
Member for the Brightside Division. He 
travelled on a line of ’buses from the 
Monument to Brixton, and no fares were 
taken until the end of the journey, and 
no inconvenience was caused. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 11 ; 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Crilly, Daniel | 
Doogan, P. C. | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir W ‘illiam Re 2ynell 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r. 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griltith- 
Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir E, H. 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wor. ) 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 
Cook, Fred Lueas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Curzon, Viscount 

—" Earl of 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 5. 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd, 
Finch, George H. 

F inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Noes, 101. 
AYES. 

Macaleese, Daniel | 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 

(Y Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh | 

Steadman, William Charles 
NOES. 

Fisher, Williani Hayes 

FitzGerald .SirRobertPenrose- 

Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Harry 5. (Suttolk) 

Gedge, $ Sydney 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Godson, Sir Augustus F. 

Goldsworthy, M: ajor-General 

Gordon, Hon. John Edward 

Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gurdon, SirWilliam Brampton 

Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 

Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hayne, Rt Hon Charles Seale- 

Horniman, Frederick John 

Houston, K. P. 

Howell, William Tudor 

Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire) 

Lawrence SirE. Durning-(Corn 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cun:berland) 

Lea, SirThomas(londonderry) | 

Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 

Llew: elyn,SirDillwyn- (Swns’a 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 

Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 

Macdona, John Cumming 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liv erpool) 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 

Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.P 


being taken under the Vote. 


(Division List No, 218.) 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 

‘Tanner, Charles Kearns 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Weir and Mr. Havelock 
Wilson. 


Mellor, Colonel (Laneashire) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monin’thsh 
Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford 
Moss, Samuel 
Murray, Itt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Cnarles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(B ith 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Peel, Hon. Wim. Robt We llesley 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thom-on 
Russell,Gen. FS.( Cheltenham) 
Russell, T. W. (‘Tyrone) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sandon, Viscount 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur We llesley 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Talbot, RtHin. J.G(OxPd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Whitmore, Charles Aleernon 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


He obser ‘ved 





Original Question proposed. 

Mr. WEIR: On a point of order, Mr. 
Chairman, there is a Member in the Aye 
lobby who refuses to vote. 

*THE CHAIRMAN: If an hon. Member 
refuses to vote there is no power to make 
him vote. 

Mr. WEIR: He remains in the lobby. 

Dr. TANNER (Cork County, Mid) 
said that a large amount of money was 





that the salar y of the legal assistant was 
£1,500, whereas it was “only £1,460 last 
year. He referred to the matter because 
he desired that expenditure should be cut 
down——— 

It being midnight, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


House adjourned at two minutes after Twelve of the clock till Monday next. 
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